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Currents in Southern Baptist Life 
By A. T. Robertson, LL.D. 

BAPTISTS IN FLORIDA 

This is the heyday for Florida. The recent cold waves 
have sent many prominent Northern Baptists to the land of 
flowers and summer sun. One of our leading dailies recently 
carried a pleasing picture of John D. Rockefeller, sr., chat¬ 
ting pleasantly with a group of women after church at Or¬ 
mond Beach. It is beyond controversy that Northern Bap¬ 
tists have contributed enormously to the Baptist life in 
Florida. Most of them will be back in their respective 
homes before the Southern Baptist Convention meets in 
Jacksonville the middle of May. But at this season one is 
likely to meet almost any one in Florida. Virginia and 
Maryland have boasted of a two-foot snow, though the 
winter on the whole has not been very severe. Still influ¬ 
enza is more or less general among us. but of a mild type. 

A GROWTH OF 260,000 IN A YEAR 

The most gratifying item about Southern Baptist progress 
is the disclosure that during 1921 there were 250,000 bap¬ 
tisms. This rate of increase ought to grow larger each 
year. Some of us may live to see a million baptisms a year 
among Southern Baptists. All the more is this outcome 
likely as Baptists get over a certain reluctance and hesi¬ 
tancy concerning baptizing children. As a reaction against 
infant baptism may of our people really dislike to see a 
candidate for baptism under fifteen. In many cases the 
destiny of the child is fixed by habit by that time. But 
there is much to encourage us all as we contemplate the in¬ 
terest in Sunday school teaching and attendance and the 
fresh evangelistic zeal among our people. It is not sporadic, 
but general and apparently abiding. 

THE MOBILE CONFERENCE 

There are many conferences and teacher-training insti¬ 
tutes in the South during the winter, but the one at Mobile, 
in the second week in February, calls for special remark. It 
was a Southwide conference for the organized class work¬ 
ers. Harry L. Strickland, of the Baptist Sunday School 
Board at Nashville, had the matter in charge. He is a live 
wire and puts a great deal of “pep” into all that he does. 
He had an inspiring program, and much good will grow out 
of the conference. Mr. Strickland regards the organized 
class as the best single agency for gathering in new material 
into Sunday school and church. He is correct in that view, 
provided the class is made subordinate to Sunday school 
and church and is not allowed to take the place of the 
church. In some cases that thing has happened, but it cer¬ 
tainly is not necessary. 

THE COLUMBIA CONFERENCE 

The reactions of Southern Baptists to the important Co¬ 
lumbia Conference, which has been so well presented in The 

Watchman-Examiner, have been excellent. The denomina¬ 
tional papers have all spoken in an enthusiastic way about 
it. One feels that, as a result of it, Southern and Northern 
Baptists may come to undestand each other better and to 
be able to work together with more intelligence and sym¬ 
pathy in the great forward movements of denominational 
life. At any rate that is the hope that one fiiids expressed 
at every turn. 

ANTI-EVOLUTION AGITATION 

Some considerable agitation has been going on in por- 
fViP ^n!ith ap-ain.st the t.eachjxig_ol Darwinian evo¬ 

lution in the schools, both Baptist and public. Much that is 
unwise has been said that need not be referred to here. It 
is largely a discussion about words which are variously in¬ 
terpreted and with not much basis of fact so far as shown 
thus far. One -professor in Baylor University resigned 
under fire, and that is the one fact that has come to light in 
the matter. Atheistic evolution is disliked and dreaded by 
the Southern people generally, but the evolutionary process 
by which God has developed the universe, if a fact, is not 
denounced by the Baptist press as a whole. The mass of 
our papers seem quite willing to leave matters of science to 
the scientists, provided they do not become antagonistic to 
Christianity. Some few teachers have undoubtedly been 
guilty of this practise. Probably good in the end will come 
out of it all. Bills were introduced in the Kentucky legis¬ 
lature forbidding the teaching of evolution in the public 
schools in the State. The matter is still in aebate at this 
writing, though the bills seem to be side-tracked for the 
present. There has apparently been more heat than light as 
is usually the case in sharp controversy and when the im¬ 
portant terms are employed in different senses by the dis¬ 
putants. 

THE RANGE OF THE HOME BOARD’S WORK 

Several of the denominational papers have carried a dis¬ 
cussion of the proper sphere of the work of the Home Mis¬ 
sion Board, whether it should include the mountain schools, 
work among foreigners and the negroes. The conditions 
differ in each State while the resources of the States differ 
likewise. The relation of the State work to the Home Mis¬ 
sion Board is also involved. The matter will undoubtedly 
l)e adjusted amicably and wisely at Jacksonville in May. 
There is a vast work in the Home Board to do. 

BIRMINGHAM A BAPTIST CENTER 

The growth of Birmingham as a center of Baptist enter- 
jjrise and influence is noticeable. The Baptist Education 
Board was located there, and now has charge of the Ridge¬ 
crest Assembly, North Carolina, with Rev. A. R. Bond as 
secretary, succeeding Dr. L. T. Mays, who is now pastor at 
Greenville, Tennessee. Secretary W. C. James is making 
the work of the Board efficient. Now the Women’s Mis¬ 
sionary Union has its headquarters in Birmingham, after so 
many years of service in Baltimore. In Birmingham they 
are practically in the center of the territory of the Southern 
Baptist Convention. Miss Kathleen Mallory is the greatly 
beloved secretary. They are planning for larger activity 
than ever. Howard College, the Baptist State school, is also 
at Birmingham, full of hope and promise for the future 
under the leadership of President Dawson. 

We turn from seeking thee afar 
And in unwonted ways 

To build from out our daily lives 
The temples of thy praise. 

And if thy casual comings. Lord, 
To hearts of old were dear. 

What joy shall dwell within the faith 
That feels thee ever near! 

—F. L. Hosmer. 
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Fears and Hopes of a Fundament^st 
By Dean j. F. Vicheit 

I am a fundamentalist. I make the statement here, first, 

because many things to the contrary have been laid to my 

charge in reports that have reached me; and second, because 

I feel that New York Baptists have a right to know what 

kind of man they have elected to the presidency of the Con¬ 

vention. 1 am a fundamentalist. With much that has ema¬ 

nated from interdenominational fundamentalist conventions 

I have no sympathy, but if to be in accord with the sane 

and moderate confession put forth by the pre-Convention 

conference at Des Moines is to be a fundamentalist, then I 

am such. The things therein affirmed, with some minor and 

negligible exceptions, I do most potently believe. Yet I have 

held aloof from the fundamentalist movement, and 1 tiave 

been suspicious of it. 
My feeling and my attitude in this matter are shared, I am 

persuaded, by a large number of our people. They are ap¬ 

prehensive, as I am, with reference to the spirit and out¬ 

come of the movement. At the same time they believe as 

fully and as firmly as do the most ardent fundamentalists in 

the cardinal articles of our faith. It has occurred to me 

that if it could be made clear that some of the things which, 

in our minds at least, have been associated with the funda¬ 

mentalist movement are no part of it. much would be gained, 

and we should be on the way to a unity of spirit and action 

which we do not now know. I wish to indicate some of them, 

and I am encouraged in my attempt and my hopes by a sug¬ 

gestive article which appeareji in these columns some time 

ago, in which Dr. John Marvin Dean remonstrated with his 

brother fundamentalists over some things for which they 

were responsible, and which had excited suspicion and hos¬ 

tile criticism of the movement. 

AS TO THE S^iJOND ADVENT 

First, fundamentalism would gain in our confidence if it 

would clear itself of fanaticism and vagaries. These attach 

themselves particularly to the doctrine of the second advent. 

Who among us is not deluged with pamphlets which are oc¬ 

cupied mainly with interpretations of Daniel and Revelation, 

with programs and with lurid descriptions of catastrophic 

events soon to occur? Practically all of these come from 

men who are aligned with the fundamentalists. Many among 

us who believe in the fact of our Lord’s return would like to 

be assured that these schemes, theories, and, as they seem to 

us, fanciful interpretations, are no part of fundamentalism. 

AS TO OEITIOAL STUDY OF THE SOSIPTURBS 

Again, it would help some of us if we could know that 

fundamentalism is not opposed to careful, critical study of 

the Scriptures. With a scholarship destructive in its aims 

and skeptical in its conclusions, none of us would have any 

sympathy. But in recent times immense fields of knowledge 

from which light streams in upon the Scriptures have been 

opened before us. A sane, reverent, constructive scholar¬ 

ship has done much to help us into a better understanding 

and a higher appreciation of the Bible. This is reflected in 

the admirable article on that subject in these columns a few 

weeks ago by the late Dr. Strong, and indeed, in much of 

the work of our foremost theologians and Biblical scholars. 

Surely growing knowledge and increasing light in this field 

are to be welcomed, but the utterances of some fundamental¬ 

ists concerning the Scriptures suggest a different attitude. 

AS TO EDUCATION 

In the next place, we should like to be assured that funda¬ 

mentalism is not opposed to education. It has unfortunately- 

given rise to the impression that it is hostile to modem 

learning. I refer not merely to its attacks upon our schools, 

but also to its general attitude, particularly with reference 

to the natural sciences. It is scarcely for the theologian to 

tell the scientist what he shall teach. Each is working in 

his own field and each is to report what he finds. In that 

way knowledge grows, and truth becomes more' clear. If 

the scientist errs, correction will come, not from dogmatic 

theologians, but from the more careful observations of other 

scientists. We should like to be assured that fundamental¬ 

ism is sympathetic with progress in knowledge and thought, 

and that it does not perpetuate the spirit which imprisoned 

Galileo, which assailed Newton, and which has steadily op¬ 

posed every advance and affirmation of modern science. 

AS TO SOCIAL SEEVICB 

Further, what of fundamentalism in relation to social ser¬ 

vice? What we ordinarily include under the term social 

service is described in the Des Moines confession as “the 

inevitable by-product of the gospel.” That by-product, if it 

be called such, is too important to be ignored or denounced. 

Stress evangelism as we will, we cannot be oblivious to the 

social aims and effects of the gospel. Yet again and again 

I have listened to attacks upon social service by fundamen¬ 

talists. I have even heard it affirmed by one of them that 

our efforts at social betterment were really hindering the 

progress of the gospel. That kind of thing creates a sus¬ 

picion and a fear in the minds of many who believe that we 

ought to pray, “Thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven." 

and work for an answer to our prayer. Evangelism let us 

have by all means, but in addition, wise, diligent and con¬ 

stant endeavor to conserve and promote the by-product in 

the form of social effects. 

AS TO DENOMINATIONAL ENTERPRISES 

Once more, I am constrained to ask what fundamentalism 

intends denominationally? Is it loyal in spirit and endeavor? 

We all know that very much of the present opposition to our 

denominational policies comes from the fundamentalist 

group. I have now upon my desk a pamphlet written by a 

leading Baptist fundamentalist openly advocating a division 

among Northern Baptists. I have another article from a 

prominent fundamentalist, not a Baptist, urging and com¬ 

mending withdrawal of support from denominational mis¬ 

sion boards and giving it to independent boards. Are these 

things characteristic of Baptist fundamentalism? If so, 

who do they mean for us denominationally? Do they not 

make our Baptist democracy unworkable? 

AS TO LIBERTY OF OONSOIENCB 

Finally, can we be assured that fundamentalism does not 

seek to fetter opinion? “Absolute liberty of conscience un¬ 

der Christ” is, according to Dr. Strong, the right of every 

Baptist. That cardinal Baptist principle rests upon the con¬ 

viction that if we put the Bible into a man’s hand, and the 

Holy Spirit in his heart, he will not go far astray. Does 

fundamentalism share that conviction? It has seemed tO' 

some of us that its dogmatic assertions, its violent denuncia¬ 

tions, its striving for uniformity of belief, have breathed 

the spirit of Rome, rather than that of our Baptist freedom. 

I voice the deepest fear that some of us have entertained 

when I say that fundamentalism has seemed to jeopardize 

our spiritual heritage. 
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I have written frankly of things which have troubled me. 

I have written because I am, and want to remain, a funda¬ 

mentalist, in the sense of holding true to the essentials of 

evangelical religion, and to our distinctive Baptist princi¬ 

ples. That, I am sure, is the attitude of the great majority 

of our people, most of whom could subscribe either to the 

Des Moines confession or to one of the historic confessions 

whose substance it purports to give. To that extent, with 

reasonable allowance for Baptist freedom of opinion, we 

can all be fundamentalists together. There we would like 

to stand, freed from distracting clamor, assured against the 

things that have excited our fears, and in brotherly concord, 

in fervent loyalty and in the unity of the Spirit address our¬ 

selves happily, enthusiastically, and unreservedly to the great 
things God has given us to do. 

Colgate Theological Seminary. 

The Spirit and Purpose of the Fundamentalists 
By Fiaok M. Goodchild, D.D. 

Dr. Vichert's article announces that he finds himself in 

substantial agreement with the fundamentalists in the con¬ 

fession of faith which they adopted last June at Des Moines. 

He admits tlfat up to this time he has stood apart from them, 

and offers an explanation of his attitude. His reasons are 

given in a “series of suspicions" or a kind of bill of com¬ 

plaints against the fundamentalists. And to allay his fears 

and suspicions he makes a number of inquiries as to the 

spirit and purpose of the fundamentalists. 

I do not profess in any way to be the spokesman for 

the great body of Baptist people who have been called fun¬ 

damentalists. But I do know something of what they are 

thinking. I have been in their inner council chambers. And 

I am so assured of the sincerity of their devotion to Jesus 

Christ, of the scripturalness of their beliefs, of the rightness 

of their aims, and the reasonableness of their methods, as 

to have no hesitation in putting myself with them as one 

of them. Perhaps this is a sufficient warrant for my under¬ 

taking to answer the inquiries which Dr. Vichert makes. 

The inquiries are straightforward and in fraternal spirit. 

The answers should be equally candid and cordial. 

A POSITIVE PKOOBAM 

Dr. Vichert is right in assuming that first and foremost 

fundamentalism stands for certain convictions of Christian 

truth. It is an organized protest against rationalism, a re¬ 

volt against that disposition which denies that there is any 

authority over a man external to his own mind, or any rev¬ 

elation of truth except through science. The fundamentalists 

from the first have insisted that there ought to be a reason¬ 

able agreement among us as to what we believe. How can 

men walk together except they be agreed ? And they have 

sought to bring about some simple but sufficient statement of 

faith that would show that as a denomination we are un¬ 

swervingly loyal to God’s Word. It has been no easy task. 

They have been denounced as creed-makers, as Roman in¬ 

quisitors, and what not. Some denominational leaders have 

acted as though it was the sin of sins for a Baptist to set 

forth his faith in words that the world could read and 

understand. Those who passed through the meetings of the 

last two sessions of the Northern Baptist Convention do not 

need to have these things recalled to their minds. It must 

be admitted that recently there has been a great change. The 

Des Moines confession has been making its way. Approval 

of its simple, terse, and exceedingly significant statements 

has come in such volume from all sorts and conditions of 

Baptists as to lead one to believe that in violation of all the 

precedents of Baptist history we are finding ourselves unani¬ 

mous. The only remaining ground of condemnation of “the 

little creed,” as the Des Moines confession has been called, 

seems to be that on which many a lovely child has been 

repudiated, namely, contempt for its alleged lowly origin. 

ACTIVITIES AND PEOPESSIOKS SHOULD BE OONSISTEHT 

Dr. Vichert’s article assumes also that fundamentalism is 

more than an agreement on certain articles of faith. And 

he is right. Fundamentalism insists that our denominational 

life and our varied activities should be consistent with our 

professed faith. Emerson said, “What a man believes, he 

does.’’ That is true. Our faith makes the program of our 

endeavor. So we have believed that our common faith is 

not a thing simply to be recited in our churches, but propa¬ 

gated in our missionary enterprises and maintained in our 

schools. And we have not been shaken in this conviction 

by any fear of changes in our faith. The facts of our faith 

we have regarded as unchanged from the day the Master 

ascended into heaven until now, and as certain not to change 

to the very end. We believe there is an everlasting gospel. 

We do not believe that truth is an uncertain and elusive 

thing, relative to its age, and in such a state of flux that “no 

man has a right to declare that he will believe to-morrow 

anything that he believes to-day.” That may be entirely ac¬ 

ceptable doctrine to some philosophers, but to the man who 

has preserved his sanity it is utter nonsense. To accept the 

notion that truth is so uncertain and shifting a thing that we 

never can be sure that we have it, is to abandon all hope 

of being able to solve any of the problems that confront us 

to-day. We believe that we have in our possession some of 

God’s eternal truth, and out of that conviction have arisen 

the demands we have made, that the schools maintained by 

Baptist money shall not be used to support men who in their 

class rooms seek to subvert the Christian faith. It is a per¬ 

fectly reasonable demand. 

But our insistence upon it was not received kindly. It 

was regarded as an interference with academic freedom, as 

distrust of our Christian brethren, and the like. But hap¬ 

pily there has been a change of attitude on this matter also 

since the Buffalo Convention. We need no better proof of 

this than the resolutions adopted a month ago by a repre¬ 

sentative body of Northern and Southern Baptists assembled 

at Columbia, Missouri, and the raeolutions adopted less than 

a month ago by nearly sixty Baptist leaders and teachers and 

preachers gathered in Philadelphia. These resolutions in 

terms as clear and as positive as any the fundamentalists 

have ever used declare that our schools “must be held true 

to the Baptist message in order to claim our children, our 

money, and our prayers, and to render the best service to 

Christ and his kingdom.” And they charge with “a distinct 

betrayal of trust” “any teacher who should exert his in¬ 

fluence consciously or unconsciously anywhere in.a Baptist 

school, in such a manner as to harm the religious life.” It 

is gratifying to have these numerous assurances from such 

different sources that the fundamentalists have been exactly 

right in their main contentions. 
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AS TO THE SECOND ADVENT 

1. Now having made it clear that within a year many who 

condemned us have come to our main positions, let me take 

up briefly the specific complaints that Dr. Vichert has made 

against us. He says, “Fundamentalism would gain in our 

confidence if it would clear itself of fanaticism and vaga¬ 

ries,” particularly “concerning the second advent.” That is 

not an intimation of a suspicion. It is a bald charge, a plain 

indictment. It may be met by a kindly but positive denial, 

an unhesitating plea of "not guilty.” "Fanaticism and va¬ 

garies” concerning the second coming or anything else arc 

no essential part of the fudamentals movement. It is not a 

“prejnillennialist” movement. It has been so described, and 

has been denounced for that reason, and that by men who, 

if they did not know that the description was not true, could 

have known if they had made a little investigation. And 

they ought in all honesty to have made the investigation. 

There are as varied views about the return of our Lord 

among fundamentalists as will be found among other bodies 

of Christian people. The thing upon which we insist con¬ 

cerning the second advent is that Christ will come back to 

the. earth “according to his promise.” We have nothing but 

his promise as a warrant for believing in his second coming, 

but we need nothing but that. When Jesus Christ promises 

we believe, and live in confident expectation of the fulfil¬ 

ment of the promise. 

NOT PLEDOED TO SPECIAL INTBEPSBTATIONS 

We are in no way pledged to special interpretations of the 

books of Daniel and Revelation, as Dr. Vichert seems to 

think. We esteem these books as part of God’s Word. We 

are conscious that our Lord spoke of Daniel as a prophet. 

We know that the book bearing Daniel’s name was a source 

of unspeakable comfort to God’s ancient people in a time of 

national trial. And we are mindful that the book of Rev¬ 

elation has been a support and a stay to persecuted Chris¬ 

tians in every age. But as a body fundamentalists are not 

committed to any particular interpretation of those books. 

It may be that the interpretations which Dr. Vichert calls 

“fanciful” come only from men associated with the funda¬ 

mentalists. I have no means of testing that just now. I do 

not know the views of all my brethren on this matter. It 

never has come up in our gatherings. I do not know that 

my fundamentalist brethren know what my view of those 

books is. No one of them has ever asked me. But I do 

know that the views Dr. Vichert cites are in no way a part 

of the fundamentals movement, and the fundamentals move¬ 

ment should no more be held responsible for them than the 

Scotch church should be held responsible for the views of 

Dr. John Cumming, or the Baptists of New York State be 

held responsible for the views of William Miller. 

But we do believe in the second coming. Christ promised 

it. His inspired apostles repeated his promise. That is suf¬ 

ficient for us. And when one of our teachers declares that 

“the second coming” is over; that the promise of it was ful¬ 

filled at Pentecost; and that Paul and Peter and James and 

John did not know it and were mistaken in bidding the 

Christians of their day to watch for his coming, then it 

must be confessed we sit up and take notice. And when 

other teachers declare that Christ did expect to return; that 

he said he would; but that he was simply involved in the 

notions that prevailed among the untutored people of his 

day; and he was mistaken; and that he never will come 

back—^then we repudiate such teaching and declare that it is 

not Baptist doctrine, for Baptists in all ages have “looked 

for his coming” and have been among those who “love his 

appearing.” 

So we feel that we may say that fundamentalists are in 

no way committed to vagaries concerning the second com¬ 

ing, nor to fanatical propaganda for any particular view of 

our Lord’s return. We believe in the fact of his return. He 

promised it. His promise is sure. It is probable that our 

views of the Lord’s return could be summed up by saying 

that “he is sure to come at some time, and liable to come at 

any time.” It is doubtful whether any one doubts that this 

is the attitude encouraged by the New Testament. 

NOT OPPOSED TO CRITICAL STUDY 

2. Fundamentalism is not opposed to the most careful, most 

critical study of the Scriptures. But we do think that the 

study of God’s Word, especially in our own colleges and 

theological seminaries should be reverent and Christian. 

We have no use for criticism whose evident purpose is de¬ 

structive, and that leaves the impression on the student’s 

mind that the Bible is nothing but a piece of human litera¬ 

ture, and a bungled piece at that, very poorly put together. 

I am not speaking at random. I spent an hour some time 

. ago in a class room in Old Testament. The whole hour was 

consumed by the professor in pointing out to the students 

microscopic and sometimes imaginary discrepancies in the 

historical narrative that was under their view. It left a 

most painful impression on my mind. When I expressed my 

disappointment to the professor in charge he declared that 

his effort was to show the students how unimportant the in¬ 

accuracies were. But none of the visitors got that im¬ 

pression, and that was not the impression made on the stu¬ 

dents by the term’s work. I could not help contrasting the 

feelings with which I left the class room that day with the 

feeling that possessed me many a day in Crozer Seminary, 

more than thirty years ago, when after a lesson with Dr. 

George R. Bliss or Dr. Barnard C. Taylor in the Old Testa¬ 

ment class room I felt as though I had been in the very pres¬ 

ence of God, and I did not wish to talk, but just to steal 

away to my room and be quiet. 

Not long ago I observed two students coming out of a 

New Testament class room in another seminary. They were 

speaking of the lesson just finished. Referring to our Lord 

one of them said to the other, “No doubt he was a great 

prophet, but a greater than he will arise.” That is precisely 

what Theodore Parker taught. He said that “Jesus was but 

a partial revelation of God.” But surely that is not the 

teaching you would expect in a professedly evangelical sem¬ 

inary. There we should expect it to be made clear that “In 

him dwells all the fulness of the Godhead bodily.” Well, 

then, we may say that the fundamentalists welcome from 

every source all light that can be thrown upon the pages of 

God’s Book, but they do not meekly accept as light the 

shadows that some seek to cast upon its pages. 

NOT OPPOSED TO SDUOATION 

3. Fundamentalism is not opposed to education. It be¬ 

lieves in education. It supports education. It gives self- 

denyingly for it. It establishes schools. The schools that we 

have to-day, and in which as a denomination we take pride, 

were founded by people who held the same faith that the 

fundamentalists have recently tried to restate in simple 

terms. We regard them as our schools. That is why we 

seek to purge them of all suspicion of unchristian teaching. 

We would in no way limit the proper freedom of the teacher. 

But as Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler in his last report as 

president of Columbia University declared that it is un¬ 

thinkable that a school should tolerate on its staif of teachers 

one whose teachings would subvert the school, so we cannot 

conceive any reason why a Christian college should support 

a teacher of science, or of anything else for that matter, who 

uses his class room as a place in which to speak slightingly 
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of the Christian religion. We have no scheme of world- 

creation to advocate, but we have a right to insist and we 

do insist that no class room in a Christian college should 

seek to throw God out of his own universe. And we have 

a right also to repudiate any theory of the origin of man 

which denies that God made man in his own image. It may 

be, as Dr. Vichert says, that the theologian has no right to 

tell the scientist what he should teach, but the theologian, 

indeed any Christian, should have such a sense of the pres¬ 

ence of God at all times as would make him instantly repudi¬ 

ate all teaching that denies God. It does not justify it that 

it is called scientific. There is such a thing to-day as “sci¬ 

ence falsely so-called.” 

But while fundamentalism supports education self-deny- 

ingly, it is unwilling to substitute education for evangeliza¬ 

tion. It will evangelize by means of education, but it will 

not educate except in order to evangelize. Education alone, 

we feel, has no power to regenerate. Bishop Colenso proved 

that long ago at Natal. I met many, many men in the Orient 

who had been educated in mission schools who yet were very 

orthodox Hindus, or devout Mohammedans, or faithful 

Buddhists. Education alone has not changed their hearts. 

The Duke of Wellington once said: “Education alone makes 

a man a clever devil.” That delegate was right of whom 

Hugh Price Hughes told us, who arose at the end of a 

great labor meeting in London and said, “As a remedy for 

our ills you say, ‘Educate, educate, educate,’ but I say, ‘Re¬ 

generate, regenerate, regenerate!’ ’’ We believe in educa¬ 

tion, but we believe that l^ie money given by cur churches, 

should be used only to establish and maintain schools where 

the education is unmistakably Christian. And the Chris¬ 

tian element in the education, we believe to be the part most 

worth while. Professor William Lyon Phelps, of Yale 

University, was right when he recently said, “A knowledge 

of the Bible without a college course is more valuable than 

a college course without the Bible.” 

NOT OPPOSED TO SOCIAL SERVICE 

4. N’or is fundamentalism opposed to social service. We 

believe in it. Many of us are kept pretty busy doing it. 

Our confession of faith declares that it is an inevitable by¬ 

product of preaching the gospel. We do not believe that 

social service should be made a substitute for evangeliza¬ 

tion. It is by no means certain that making people more 

comfortable makes them better. No one could be more com¬ 

petent to speak upon this than Dr. Edward Judson. He gave 

himself unreservedly to social service. And yet several 

times I heard him say in public that he could not think of a 

single soul that had been brought to God by the institutional 

work of his church. The first time I heard him make the 

statement I could not believe my ears, and I arose and asked 

him if I had heard him correctly, and he sadly replied that 

I had. The order of the New Testament is first to improve 

the inside of a man, and then his outside conditions can be 

the more readily improved. And yet inevitably when wc 

carry the saving message of Christ to men we carry also 

comfort for the distressed body and enlightenment for the 

groping mind. Again men can be saved only as individuals, 

but by multiplying the saved individuals we get a saved so¬ 

ciety. and that saved society we suppose all Christians work 

for and pray for. Certainly fundamentalists do, so far as 

I know them. 

LOYAL TO THE DENOMINATION 

5. Fundamentalists' have a very positive denominational 

loyalty. They are as loyal as any other part of our denom¬ 

ination to the denomination’s plans. But they are a bit 

jealous of the growing centralization of power, and they 

deplore any loss of freedom in the united working of the 

churches in missionary endeavor. It may be as Dr. Vichert 

says, that "very much of the present opposition to our de¬ 

nominational policies comes from the fundamentalist 

group.” But, if so, it is due to the fact that until recently 

under the ruling of the Board of Promotion we could not 

give our money according to our convictions, and many of 

our people were, and are still, so sure that false teaching 

is being given in our schools, that they could not conscien¬ 

tiously give or appeal to others to give Christian money un¬ 

less they were assured that it would be used for education 

that was unquestionably Christian. 

But it must be remembered that the fundamentalist group 

is a very great group, comprising a decided majority of the 

Convention’s membership. And I venture to say that the 

gifts of the fundamentalists as a whole are not out of pro¬ 

portion to the gifts of other parts of the Convention. Com¬ 

paring the churches that are led by conservative pastors 

who are either allied with the fundamentalists or in sym¬ 

pathy with them, and those led by professedly liberal pastors, 

we have no idea that the fundamentalists would be behind. 

They are constantly reproached as though they were delin¬ 

quents. But I do not believe that the reproach is just. And, 

on the other hand, I happen to know that by no means all 

those who are liberal in their theology are liberal with their 

purses. 

NOT ENDANGERING BAPTIST LIBERTY 

6. Dr. Vichert fears that the fundamentalists are endan¬ 

gering Baptist liberty “by seeking to fetter opinion.” Bless 

your heart, doctor, you never have been in an exclusively 

fundamental gathering. “You would know at once that 

you were among Baptists. You have no idea what a delight¬ 

ful variety of opinion there is among us. There are as many 

opinions as there are men. And you have no idea how happy 

we are in that condition. There is positively no possibility 

of men like the Fundamentalists “fettering opinion.” We 

are quite conscious that we are Baptists. We consider our¬ 

selves fighting for liberty, and not against it. We own no 

other authority but Christ’s, but his authority over us is 

absolute. His will is our law and it is our delight as well. 

That will we find revealed in the New Testament, inter¬ 

preted to us by the Holy Spirit. On that Book our Baptist 

forefathers took their stand. We see no reason to shift our 

position. And for the life of me I cannot see why Dr. 

Vichert and many others who think as he does, cannot take 

their stand with us. Why not? 

Predigested Food 
BY JOSEPH B. TRAVIS. 

Predigested foods seem to be commercial fads. Maga¬ 

zines and newspapers are filled with advertisements setting 

forth their wonderful qualities. God gave men teeth and 

saliva and gastric juice and stomachs; and happy is the per¬ 

son who has been so bereft of all mechanical aids that these 

gifts have been retained in their first power. Predigested 

foods presuppose a deterioration of the digestive functions 

and predispose to their final decay. 

There are many Christian people who seem to have the pre¬ 

digested food habit and carry it so far that they must have 

their spiritual food peptonized and predigested for them. 

Spiritual dyspeptics they become who can neither chew nor 

digest the strong meat of the Word, but must take at second 

hand that which someone else prepares for them. The type 

of believers Paul found at Berea were the best: “Searching 

daily in the Scriptures if these things were so.” 
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Facts and Impressions 
By R. M. West, D.D. 

Facts in themselves arc cold and unemo¬ 
tional. Impressions made by facts are gen¬ 
erally warm and throbbing with emotion. 
A relatively unimportant fact may produce 
such emotional impressions that the whole 
stream of consciousness is choked by them, 
and action, consequently, is distorted. 

It is always difficult so to present facts 
that the actions of men will be consistent 
with and proportional to them. There is, 
first, the difficulty of getting the facts at 
hand to make any impression out of which 
action might arise. Again there is the dif¬ 
ficulty of preventing facts, when forced 
into consciousness, from making deeper 
impressions than they should and stirring 
more significant emotions than belong to 
ithem. In the first instance no action re- 
^sults, and in the second the action is too 
'extreme. 

For two years Northern Baptists have 
Ibecn greatly stirred over the spirit and in¬ 
fluence of their educational institutions. 
Facts respecting these have been brought 
into their consciousness with such force and 
fervor that emotions of the most significant 
character have swept through the whole 
body of the denomination. General impres¬ 
sions have been registered, and in many 
quarters actions consistent with the impres¬ 

sions have resulted. 
The conditions now upon us in our de¬ 

nominational life cannot be viewed by 
those who love our Lord and our denomi¬ 
nation either with indifference or com¬ 
posure. We are facing objective facts re¬ 
specting our schools and suffering from 

subjective impressions which the facts have 
made. There is one all-important question. 
Are the facts and the impressions made 
by them in due accord? If the impressions 
are greater than the facts warrant action 
will tend to be excessive and perhaps de¬ 
structive; if they are less than the facts 
warrant then action will be inadequate and 
ineffective. It is not only fair but judicially 
imperative to ask what are the facts and 
what are the impressions? 

Tacts Concerning the Students 

The facts as established are clear and 
undisputed. First, it is well known, and 
has been for nearly half a century, that in 
some instances young people who go to our 
(Christian institutions of learning, po.ssessed 
of a Christian faith, lose or abandon the 
faith and are graduated without faith or 
interest in Christian affairs. It is not a 
fact that this is the general experience of 
a majority of them. It is not a fact that 
any one of our Christian schools produces 
this result generally with its students or 
with a majority of its students. The fact 

■established is that some students lose dur¬ 
ing their course of study the Christian faith 
with which they entered upon the study. 
This greatly to be regretted result happens 

now in one institution, now in another, 
and may happen in any one of them. 

Other facts, of which little is said just 
now, exist in association with the one just 
considered. Some students find Christ 
while in our schools and are graduated 
with a controlling faith which they did 
not possess when they entered. This is not 
general with the non-Christian element 
among our students, nor does it occur with 
a majority of them. I wish it did, but it 
does happen every year in some of our col¬ 
leges, and frequently in most if not all of 
them. Whether the number of those who 
lose their faith is greater or of those who 
find one during college life I am unable 
positively to state, but I am of the opinion, 
based on contact with and observation in 
a goodly number of colleges, that those who 
find a faith are in the greater number. 

No matter of which the number is 
greater, the sad fact remains that some 
young people lose their Christian faith 
while in college. This very regrettable re¬ 
sult is sometimes clue to the kind of friend¬ 
ships which they voluntarily establish 
among the students, sometimes to the in¬ 
adequacy of the Chritian faith which they 
took with them to college, and sometimes 
to the direct influence of a teacher. The 
first situation is largely beyond the control 
of the school, the second situation is en¬ 
tirely outside of the school’s responsibility, 
and the third situation is entirely within 
the responsibility of the school. 

Facts Concerning the teachers 

This condition within the teaching force 
of our schools constitutes the second fact 
in the educational affairs of our denomina¬ 
tion out of which alarm arises. A few 
teachers can be found who treat Christian¬ 
ity indifferently or siieeringly and destroy 
the faith of some. These are in the over¬ 
whelming minority in our teaching force, 
and over against them stand probably 
ninety-five per cent, of our teachers, who 
genuinely respect and generally support in 
word and deed the Christian faith. 

The facts, then, which disturb us all are 
these: Some young people lose their Chris¬ 
tian faith while in colleges, and some pro¬ 
fessors aid if they do not occasion that loss. 
They are unpleasant facts, but they are not 
all the facts that should be considered in 
connection with the influence of our schools 
on Christian faith. Other facts equally 
worthy of being considered are these: 
Many young people carry their Christian 
faith successfully through the same schools 
at the same time, while still others find 
a Christian faith during the same years in 
the same schools. Also, the great majority 
of the faculty members in the classroom 
and out of it are reverently and lovingly 
fostering the worth of Christianity in their 

students. No sincere man, who is familiar 
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ivitU our schools, can or will deny this sec¬ 
ond group of facts. 

Prevailing Impregaious Not Warranted by Facts 

So much for the facts about our schools. 
Now what are the impressions about them? 
Through wide areas of our territory, and 
far beyond, impressions have been made 
and now possess the minds of indefinite 
thousands of people to the effect that our 
schools are hotbeds of infidelity and open 
opposition to Christianity. It is not diffi¬ 
cult to find in almost any community 
parents who arc afraid to send their chil¬ 
dren to any of our regular Baptist schools, 
while in nearly every fully representative 
gathering of the Baptists groups can be 
found talking alarmedly or even bitterly 
about the un-Christian character of our 
schools. 

The situation is clearly this: The impres¬ 
sions about our schools are more extreme 
and marked by far greater anxiety and 

bitterness than the facts warrant. As in¬ 
stitutions they should Tje known and 
esteemed according to the large volume of 
students who cither keep their faith or 
find one during life in the institutions, 
rather than by the small number who lose 
their faith. Do not pastors prefer to be 
known according to their converts rather 
than by those who fall away from the 
church and the Christian life during their 
pastorate? Again, the teaching force 
should be reported and honored according 
to the ninety-five per cent, of reverent, 
faithful men, rather than by the five per 
cent., more or less, of the irreverent and 
unfaithful. 

Of course, that five per cent, must be 
eliminated, but in the meantime it is repre¬ 
hensible, (o say the least, to set a great 
percentage of the denomination to crying 
out indiscriminately against our educational 
institutions as a whole and our tea'dicrs a.« 
a.class. Such was the case until tne report 
of the special committee was given by Dr. 
Goodchild at Des Moines. It does seem 
that now the impressions should shrink to 
a proportion commensurate with the facts, 
and everybody from editors to preachers 
should help the rank and file to perceive 
that the protest is against a few teachers, 
who, according to Dr. Goodchild, can best 
be dealt with locally, and against a very 

small percentage of the output of our 
schools. 

The local authorities ought to and doubt¬ 
less will deal effectively with the unfaith¬ 
ful teachers as promptly as possible. In 
the meantime all who truly love our Lord 
and our denominational service to the king¬ 
dom of God should give themselves to the 
task, particularly if they are in positions 
of leadership, of shrinking the outcry and 
fear about our schools and their faculties 
down to a due proportion to the facts. 
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An Informal Conference of Baptist Brethren 

On page 457 of this issue we are publishing an important 

communication from a group of Baptists, who recently spent 

a day in conference and prayer in the City of New \ork. 

The communication should be read by every Baptist in the 

land, and due consideration should be given to the names 

signed to it. This conference was called by the three hon¬ 

ored laymen whose names are first among the signatories, 

and they became participants in the conference at the earnest 

solicitation of the ministers whom they had called together. 

A fine fraternity characterized all the discussions of the day. 

It was really an informal conversazione in which the utmost 

of candor, frankness, kindliness and brotherly affection 

reigned supreme. “Behold, how good and how pleasant it is 

for brethren to dwell together in unity.” 

The communication contains nothing remotely startling or 

surprising, but in this hour of unrest and suspicion it ought 

to prove reassuring. The land is full of calamity howlers 

who feel that our great denominational ship is about to go 

on the rocks. The Watchm.an-Ex.aminer has never felt 

that the courteous discussion of doctrinal, ecclesiological, 

and denominational questions would wreck the Baptist de¬ 

nomination. Occasional controversies and eruptions are as 

good for a denomination as boils are for the human body. In 

both cases the process is painful, but impurities must be re¬ 

moved at any cost if the body is to have perfect health. On 

the other hand, we do not want too much controversy nor 

too many boils, for both inevitably get in the way of our 

daily tasks. We are glad that this conference was held, and 

we hope sincerely that the communication sent to the de¬ 

nomination may make for fraternity ,and goodwill, may re¬ 

assure timid souls among us who fear earthquakes, and may 

concentrate the attention of the entire denomination on the 

gigantic task of raising the millions which must be in our 

treasury by April 30. 

Now we desire to discuss briefly the communication 

printed on page 457, for It touches on many matters of 

primary interest. 

I. The introductory paragraph frankly recognizes that 

there are doctrinal differences among us, and that it is both 

the right and duty of every Baptist to promote the faith 

vhich he holds. This means that our doctrinal controversy 

vill go on. There is no escape from this. Compromise is 

either possible nor desirable. On the other hand, these doc¬ 

trinal discussions must not be allowed to destroy fraternity 

and co-operation in this hour of crisis and extremity. In 

spite of the fact that a divergence in doctrinal views exists 

among us we must do our utmost to preserve our Baptist 

solidarity. 

2. It was agreed that the time has come for the denomina¬ 

tion to make a statement of its historic faith and practise. 

We are glad that the conference put itself on record in this 

matter. The Watchman-Examiner said in its issue of 

June 9, 1921: 

From time to time our Baptist fathers put forth confessions 

of faith, declaring and defining their principles—not creeds to 

which they demanded allegiance, but standards about which they 

might rally. Has not the time come when Baptists who still 

hold to the faith of their fathers should once again announce to 

the world their beliefs, when a standard should once again be 

raised? 

3. It was agreed that individuals or groups among us had 

a perfect right to e.xpress their views on doctrinal or or¬ 

ganization questions without being penalized by having their 

loyalty called into question. Quite properly the conference 

urged that in all discussion of whatever kind and wherever 

held the spirit of Christian fraternity should be maintained. 

Now all of this is so elementary and so obvious that one 

wonders why it should be mentioned at all, but the statement 

will do good. Primarily we are Christians, not critics, and 

we need to remember this. Let criticism always be made in 

the spirit of Christ, and if it becomes necessary for the 

critics themselves to be criticized let that criticism also be 

in the spirit of Christ. 

4. There was absolute agreement that our schools must be 

thoroughly Christian both in their teaching and in their gen¬ 

eral influence. It was also agreed that our Baptist people 

have a perfect right to demand of the trustees of all Baptist 

institutions that only such teachers be kept in our schools 

“as are possessed of a real and vital Christian faith and as 

are competent to aid in the development of Christian man¬ 

hood and womanhood.” As the Des Moines report of the 

special committee on schools declared, the responsibility rests 

on the trustees, but the trustees are morally responsible to 

the denomination. Incidentally, it may be said that North 

and South trustees are awaking as never before to their duty 

and responsibility. 

5. The next agreement has to do with the election of offi- 



cers at the meetings of the Northern Convention and simply 

recommends that the convention shall not be forced to accept 

the report of the nominating committee without due consid¬ 

eration. Under the present system a nomination is equiva¬ 

lent to an election. The recommendation of the conference 

is in the interest of democracy. 

6. The next agreement emphasizes the right and privilege 

of donors to designate their gifts to organizations and objects 

within the budget according to personal choice. This merely 

calls attention to the amendment to the united budget plan 

passed several months ago by the General Board of Promo¬ 

tion, an amendment for which The Watchm.^n-Examines 

has worked from the start. But this conference agreement 

also emphasized the fact that liberty and responsibility go 

together. Now that liberty has been granted, responsibility 

ought to be acknowledged. Now that gifts can be designated, 

gifts ought no longer to be withheld. Now that difficulties 

which stood in the way of full co-operation have been re¬ 

moved, \ve ought to “co-operate to the fullest extent of our 

ability in our missionary enterprises.” In all of this The 

Watchman-Examiner heartily concurs. Indeed, we have 

said this over and over again during the past few months. 

7. The communication closes with an earnest call to hu¬ 

miliation, prayer and consecration. After all this is our 

greatest need. Let us humble ourselves before God and seek 

his face. Let us yield ourselves wholly to him and covenant 

with him to follow where he leads. Then let us remember 

that there is a time to work as well as a time to pray. God 

said to Moses: ‘'Wherefore criest thou unto mef Speak unto 

the children of Israel that they go foi-ward” 

Dr. Dieffenbach in Ford Ha!! 

In the Boston Herald of April 3 a news article appeared 

which began with the following paragraph: 

Dr. Albert C. Dieffenbach, editor of The Christian Register 

and a champion of the liberal faction in the fundamentalist con¬ 

troversy, in the course of a scathing attack at the Ford Hall 

Forum last night on those who believe in the corporeal second 

coming of Christ, urged that, in the name of religious tolerance, 

the “decent people of Boston” prevent Dr. Jasper C. Massee 

from occupying the pastorale of Tremont Temple, which, he 

declared, already possessed “a pestiferous reputation.” 

Our readers are perhaps getting weary of hearing of Dr. 

Dieffenbach, but as long as he is the recognized leader of 

liberalism and the recognized leader of the opposition to 

fundamentalism we shall have to continue to pay our re¬ 

spects to him. Why on earth the committee on religious 

work of the Boston Social Union should cal! on a Unitarian 

to discuss the questions involved in the fundamentalist con¬ 

troversy is more than we can understand. What Mr. Ford, 

if he were alive, would thifik of such a proceeding is quite 

easy to conceive. The fact that Rev. Harry Freda, of the 

Clarendon street church, spoke a good word for the con¬ 

servative Baptist position on the same occasion does not in 

a remote way justify the appearance of Dr. Dieffenbach in 

a hall owned and controlled by Baptists. We shall not be. 

surprised if in the near future we hear of Dr. Dieffenbach’s 

occupying a Baptist pulpit, that from it he may pour out his 

vitriolic slander. We have not yet heard whether the “de¬ 

cent people of Boston” will take Dr. Dieffenbach’s advice 

and rise up in wrath to keep Dr. Massee from becoming the 

pastor of Tremont Temple. Dr. Dieffenbach will find before 

long that he speaks for a very small section of our Baptist 

people and that the great majority of our people resent the 

insolence of his “pestiferous” interference with th*eir 

affairs. 

Let Us Pay the Debts 

The financial year of the Northern Convention is rapidly 

drawing to a close. Only seventeen days remain, and. mil¬ 

lions of dollars must yet be raised if we are to escape the 

paralyzing effect of such debts as our denomination has 

never before known. If we go up to Indianapolis with huge 

debts unprovided for an element of discord will be intro¬ 

duced into the Convention, and almost inevitably the socie¬ 

ties and boards will be forced to cut down their work. In 

such a day as this retrenchment ought to be unthinkable. 

We must go forward instead of backward. We must attempt 

more, not less. 

We cannot at this time discuss the debts, except to say that 

they are accounted for in large part because those who made 

pledges in April, 1920, have failed to redeem them, and be¬ 

cause others who were expected to pledge refused to assume 

this responsibility. In the nature of the case, those charged 

with the administration of our denominational work must 

forecast the future and take some risks. Anyhow, all the 

money that has been spent has been honorably spent, and 

the debts are honest debts. 

Whether the administration of our work has been wise 

and economical in all its departments, we are not prepared 

to say, but we are confident that there has been an honest 

effort on the part of our boards and secretaries to deal fairly 

with every department of our work. If objects were in¬ 

cluded in the united budget that ought not to have been in¬ 

cluded, we simply must pay the penalty for our short-sight¬ 

edness. But debts are debts, and denominational debts of all 

debts must be paid, and promptly paid. We plead for the 

prompt and full payment of these debts, first of all, as a 

matter of honor; and, second, because they have been accu¬ 

mulated in doing the work entrusted to the boards by our 

denomination; and, third, because these debts hanging over 

us will paralyze our future efforts. 

Let the debts be paid ! Let them be paid before April 30! 

How can it be done? First of all, every pledge to the New 

World Movement must be met in full to April 30. Then, the 

people who did not pledge and who have not given must be 

brought to see their responsibility. Last of all, those of us 

who have given and paid our pledges must in this hour o' 

crisis and emergency come up to the help of the Lord, to tht 

help of the Lord against the mighty. Let us pay th 

debts! _ _, 
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A Fraternal Communication to Northern Baptists 

At an informal conference held in New \ork, April 

5, 1922, the undersigned, while recognizing that a di¬ 

vergence in doctrinal views exists among our Baptist 

people, and that it is the right and duty of every Bap¬ 

tist to promote the faith that he holds, unanimously 

agreed that we ought to do our utmost to promote fra¬ 

ternity, co-operation and unity among Northern Bap¬ 

tists in this hour of crisis and extremity. After ear¬ 

nest prayer and much discussion, acting as individuals 

only, we came to the following formal conclusions: 

We are agreed: That the time is at hand when as a 

denomination we should make a statement of our his¬ 

toric Baptist faith and practice, and that this matter 

should be dealt with at the meeting of the Convention 

to be held in Indianapolis. 

We are agreed : That it is clearly within the right 

of all Baptists, individually or in groups, to give ex¬ 

pression to their own views and beliefs and to sug¬ 

gest any change in plans or policies affecting the de¬ 

nomination. The exercise of this right should not sub¬ 

ject the individual or group to unfraternal criticism. 

We urge upon all our brethren that we avoid the cen¬ 

sorious spirit, and that Baptists in all discussion of 

matters of doctrine or-denominational policy maintain 

a spirit of Christian fraternity. 

We are agreed: That the maintenance of the dis¬ 

tinct and positive Christian teaching and influence of 

our denominational schools is of the utmost impor¬ 

tance, and that we are entitled to ask that the trustees 

of our schools provide for our boys and girls only such 

teachers as are possessed of a real and vital Christian 

faith and as are competent to aid in the development of 

genuine Christian manhood and womanhood. 

We are agreed: That it would be best that, at the 

annual meeting of the Northern Baptist Convention, 

the election of officers should not occur'until twenty- 

four hours after the presentation of the report of the 

Nominating Committee, and that the election should 

take place on or before Saturday noon of the conven¬ 

tion week. ’ 

We are agreed: That it is the right and privilege of 

each donor to designate his gift to any object or organ¬ 

ization as may seem best to him; and that we are all 

under unescapable bonds to our brethren and to the 

historic missionary organizations founded by our 

fathers to co-operate to the fullest extent in the cam¬ 

paign for the payment of their debts, since the funda¬ 

mental right of Baptists to express themselves carries 

with it not only liberty but responsibility, and since 

there is now no reason why we should not co-operate 

to the fullest extent of our ability in our missionary 

enterprises. 

We are agreed; That we ask our fellow Baptists to 

join us in prayer and most earnest intercession asking 

the Lord Jesus to show us his way and to give us the 

grace and strength to walk therein. 

We are agreed : That we unite in a communication 

to the Baptist pastors, the Baptist people and the Bap¬ 

tist press, giving expression to the agreements here 

reached, and calling on all our people to join with us 

in lifting our denomination to a new and higher plane 

of communion with God, a more fervent passion for 

souls, and a consuming zeal for his service and the 

coming of his kingdom. 

FRED W. freeman, HENRY BOND, EDWARD H. RHOADES, 

JR., FREDERICK E. TAYLOR, CLARENCE ,A. BARBOUR, EMORY 

W. HUNT, J. C. MASSEE, CURTIS LEE LAWS, FRANK M. 

GOODCHILD, FLOYD H. ADAMS, RUFUS M. TRAVER, COR¬ 

NELIUS WOELFKIN, C. WALLACE PETTY, ROBERT A. ASH- 

tVORTH, AVERY A. SHAW, FRANK A. SMITH. 



ihe Outlook tor the 15aptists 
By W. H. P. Faunce 

PERPIAPS we should speak of the inlook rather than 

the outlook, for we are concerned with diagnosis as 
much as with prognosis. When the individual or the 

church is sick, we must analyze the present before we can 

predict the future. 
The Baptist denomination is numerically one of the 

most important of all the divisions of Christendom. In 
America it embraces more church members than does any 

other communion, having recently passed the Methodist 
■church in its total membership. According to the latest 

returns the Baptists in the United States number 7,835,- 
250. The growth, the continuous education, the spiritual 

influence of so large a part of our population is a mo¬ 

mentous factor in the future of our country. The welfare 
•of such a communion is a matter of concern to every 
church. Whether Baptists weigh as much as they count 

may be disputed—possibly the celestial scales differ from 

<mr own. But to every thoughtful patriot and every 

earnest Christian, the attitude of the Baptists toward the 
problems of our generation is a matter of serious concern. 

One member of this communion is now in the white house 

and another is secretary of state. Do those two men, 
whose quality is known perforce, truly represent the eight 

millions behind them, or are they “sports,” accidental 

off-shoots? 

CLIXG TO NEW TESTAMENT 

But it is not mere numbers that give this communion 

importance. The central fact is that the Baptists have 

always clung tenaciously to the New Testament. They 

have been devoted adherents to the “primitive faith and 

the primitive hope,” if not always of the “primitive love.” 
They have been sworn foes of all the elaborate, gorgeous 

and imperialistic ecclesiasticism which dev^J^ed after the 

last book of the New Testament wa^N’fitten. They have 

never had an authoritative man-made creed. The famous 

“New Hampshire Confession” which appeared in New 

England in 1833 was adopted by many churches—never 

by any national body. In fact, there has never been a 

central body that could formulate and impose a creed. To 

impose a creed or even to yield to its imposition, would 
be to abolish the denomination, which has always stood 

for the “soul liberty” of Roger Williams, for the right 

of private judgment, for the immediate access of every 

soul to God, for the “witness of the Spirit” in the soul 

of the believer. If during the three centuries since Roger 
Williams and Ezekiel Holliman baptized each other in 

Providence, clinging to the New Testament and defying 

apostolic succession—if during these three centuries “not 
many mighty, not many noble have been called,” all Bap¬ 

tists have esteemed themselves, in the stately phrase of 
Macaulay, “nobles by the right of an earlier creation, and 

priests by the imposition of a mightier hand.” Baptists 

have clung devoutly and unswervingly to the doctrines, 

the church order, the ceremonies, which they find in the 

New Testament, and have believed that “whatsoever is 

more than these cometh of evil.” 

Therefore, Baptists have always insisted on experience 

of God as the basis of church membership. All candidates 
for membership have been asked to relate their “experi¬ 
ence”—sometimes indeed a conventional and pathetic pro¬ 
ceeding, but rooted in the fundamental idea of individual 
access to God without the mediation of priest or sacra¬ 
ment, A denomination which thus exalts the psychological 

above the magical is to be reckoned with. Immersion with 
all true Baptists is a minor matter, not a strict require¬ 
ment among English Baptists today. The real contention 
of Baptists is not at all regarding the mode, but the sub¬ 

jects of baptism. In an honest resolve to cling to the 
New Testament, Baptists restored the form which is still 

authorized and even preferred in the Anglican church. 
But the true Baptist cares little for the “form of a form”; 

much for the original idea that “he that believeth,” and 
no other, can have organic connection with the visible 

church. If immersion were discontinued tomorrow, the 
essential faith of the Baptists in believer’s baptism and 

their essential service to Christendom would remain un¬ 

changed. 
The welfare of this denomination is also a matter of 

concern to the nation because Baptists have always stood 
resolutely for certain principles which lie at the root of 

American life. The separation of church and state is a 

doctrine which we owe directly to Rhode Island, and 

around the base of the dome of the Rhode Island state- 
house is inscribed the immortal declaration of the seven¬ 

teenth century Baptist, John Clarke; “That a civil state 

may be established and best maintained with full liberty 

in religious concernments.” In 1636 that doctrine was 
heresy to every church and anarchy in the eyes of everj^ 

government! The separation of civil from religious au¬ 

thority, the love of freedom, the rejection of imposed 

formulas, the constant adherence to democratic ideals— 

these things have been the steady contribution of the 

Baptists to American life. Have these principles now been 

accepted by all churches? Then we thank God for it. They 

certainly have not been accepted by all Americans, and in 

these days of universal reaction, of the suppression of free 
speech, and widespread questioning of ancient principles, 

the testimony of the Baptists is still vitally needed. 

CAUSES OF DISSENSION 

Why, then, is this great denomination today torn by 

dissension and threatened with disruption? We may be 

sure that no one cause will account for any important 

phenomenon. It is the fashion now to lay all our sins on 

the great war—as if v/ar were not itself the effect of our 

sins. We cannot get off so easily. Deep in each denomina¬ 

tion lies the root of its own difficulties. Each church has 

need to pray, “Search me, O God, and know my heart, 

and see if there be any wicked way in me.” The fault is 

not in our stars, or our age, or in European battlefields, 

but in ourselves; in the fact that we profess one doctrine 

and live another. Until that chasm between faith and 

practice vanishes, until the church is bom again and lifted 



out of the traditions of men into the fearless freedom of 

the spiritual sons of God, our troubles—let us hope—will 

never cease. 

Deep in the history of the denomination is imbedded 

the tendency to a bald literalism in the interpretation of 

scripture, and whenever literalism prevails, spiritual life 

is dried at its roots. With what passionate emphasis did 

the apostle Paul protest that “the letter killeth,” and that 

literal adherence to the precepts of the only Bible he knew 

would ruin the Christian faith! With tremendous earnest¬ 

ness he fulminated against the keeping of the very “sab¬ 

baths and new moons” whose observance was enjoined in 

the books which were to him the most sacred in the world. 

He boldly declared: “Circumcision is—nothing.” It was 

indeed worse than nothing in his eyes. The whole para¬ 

phernalia of the Old Testament worship he quietly 

sloughed off and bade the disciples do so, though that 

worship was handed down from Sinai. “Be not en¬ 

tangled,” he cried, “with any yoke of bondage.” The lit- 

eralists, the Judaizers of his day, were to him the foes 

of the “new freedom” which he had found in Christ. Yet 

the Baptist denomination has often surrendered to literal¬ 

ism. In my own theological studies I was buried deep in 

.subsenuence to the letter of scripture, as were all seminary 

students thirty years ago. We spent many hours over the 

difference between the perfect tense and the second aorist 

m Greek, as if we were thereby getting the mind of the 

Master. We studied prepositions with fierce energy and 

triumphantly demonstrated that cn could not mean near, 

but must mean in the water. We spent a whole year on 

laborious exegesis of every syllable in the first sixteen 

chapters of Matthew, oblivious to all the far horizons and 

glorious vistas of the remainder of the New Testament. 

Such labor would have appeared to Paul what it really 

^vas—the essence of rabbinism, the method of the Phari¬ 

sees, who cried “Corban” and passed over justice and the 

love of God. 

WHAT LITERALISM MEANS 

Literalism once adopted—in obedience to a mechanical 

theory of inspiration—there is no end to its applications. 

It means that tithing is the divinely authorized method of 

benevolence, tiiat the form of church government suited 

to Corinth and Ephesus is the only form God can bless, 

that the marching orders “Go ye into all the world” are 

the only basis for the otherwise irrational foreign mission¬ 

ary enterprise, and that the entire New Testament is a 

species of legi.'=lation, intended to do for Christianity what 

the Koran did for Mohammedanism—fossilize it forever, 

lust how the literalists escape from the obligation of foot¬ 

washing has never been made clear. But it has become 

increasingly clear that a microscopic interpretation of the 

New Testament, which relies more on Wieneris grammar 

and Thayer's lexicon than on the wide ranges of truth 

illuminated by the witness of the Spirit, is a form of that 

Judaism against which the New Testament itself is one 

long protest. That method pursued in our high schools 

has made Shakespeare and Burke hateful to our school¬ 

boys. One of them described it thus: “The teacher took 

up Milton word by word and explained away every illu¬ 

sion!” Surely the mind of Christ is broader artci deeper 

than the mind of the grammarian. j 

This literalism has naturally found a fertile soil among 

conservative Baptists. It has led us straight into so-called 

“fundamentalism,” which is modern version of Juda¬ 

ism, In fact, it is so completely modern that it bears no ' 

resemblance to the large horizons and sun-lit fields of ; 

New Testament thought. Fundamentalism first of all de- . 

serts the New Testament by demanding dogmatic defini¬ 

tions and creedal formulas as the basis of personal piety 

and Christian fellowship. It would be impo.ssible for any¬ 

one to demand this if he were truly saturated with the 

original faith of the New Testament. What if someone 

had asked Simon Peter whether he believed in the trinity? 

The very word was not invented till after his death. What 

if anyone had asked him if he believed in the virgin birth? 

Plainly he either never heard of it, or did not think it 

fundamental enough to be mentioned in either his sermons 

or his letters. Those who would make a physiological dis¬ 

cussion fundamental to faith have parted with the New 

Testament and become devotees of a dangerously modern 

doctrine. To make any creedal formula the basis of faith 

is to turn the gospel upside down. In the gospel men first 

“do the will” and then come to “know the doctrine.” Stars 

before astronomy, flowers before botany, religion before 

theology, Christ before any theory of the nature of 

Christ—that is the order in all normal human experience. 

Baptists once believed that. Shall they still believe it? 

K CAESARIAN CHRIST? 

The crudities of chiliasm and _premillenarianism have 

been let loose upon the Christian world by the universal 

disillusionment following the war. The war was neces¬ 

sarily an appeal to force. It meant that European nations 

had lost faith in conference, diplomacy, arbitration, in any 

form of reasoning process, and, therefore, that might must 

decide right.'A divine voice seemed to say to the world: 

“Thou hast appealed unto Caesar; unto Csesar shalt thou 

go.” And after the war is over we are still tragically 

going unto Caesar. A Czesarian Christ, who shall ac¬ 

complish by earthquake and rending of the sky and the 

tiampling feet of war-horses what he hp.s obviously failed 

to accomplish by spiritual means, is now the great desire 

of multitudes. An earthly king, a Prussian warlord raised 

to the Kth power and seated on a literal throne in Jent- 

salem, is to establish the kingdom which the Holy Spirit 

can never establish, and the Christian dispensation, having 

shown itself a failure, is to give way to a military regime 

dipped in the blood of the wicked. All the terrible imagery 

of the premillenialists can be found indeed in the Old 

Testament, but to this great apostasy from the spiritual 

conception of the kingdom the apostle would surely cry; 

“Kow turn ye back to the weak and beggarly elements?” 

No rending of the sky can change one human heart. No 

physical power, even that of omnipotence, can force one 

human will. To resort to physical means in order to es¬ 

tablish the spiritual reign of Christ is to despair of the 

gospel 

To those who adopt this hopeless view of the future, 

of course, all effort at betterment of social conditions is 
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beside the mark. One of the leaders—a very able 

preacHer—was recently asked if he would not give some¬ 

thing to aid in changing any social situation. “What,” 

said his friend, “if you saw children living in poverty and 

squalor, would you not give to aid them?” “Not a copper,” 

was the reply, “I would go on preaching the gospel; I 

care nothing i'or babies.” Another of the leaders—a most 

gracious and devoted missionary spirit—has recently writ¬ 

ten me from the orient saying that after forty years in 

that land he sees no progress, no real change; that the only 

hope is in the rending of the sky and the physical advent 

of the avenging Lord. Could any confession be more 

tragic? Thus the Christian joins hands with the materi¬ 

alist in denying that God's in His world, and in asserting 

that the future progress of the world depends on physical 

force. 

BORIN'G FROM WITHIN 

Baptists, therefore, face not only dangers without, but 

far more insidious dangers within. They face the paraly¬ 

sis of hyper-Calvinism, the recrudescence of the pessimism 

which once cried to William Carey: “Young man, sit 

down.” It is true that many who look for physical violence 

as the sole hope of the world are active in foreign mis¬ 

sions. But why? Not because of profound interest in 

China or India or the islands of the sea. Not because they 

hope to effect by the grace of God any real change in the 

regions beyond. But merely because by “bearing witness” 

l^efore the catastrophe arrives they will have cleared their 

■own skirts of responsibility. Such bearing witness, with 

full conviction that it will avail nothing save to pluck a 

few brands from the future burning-. j.vQuld be a world- 

comedy, if it jwere not a worl(Ttj;agedy,. It is the descent 

of all the high hopes of the Christian faith into the abyss 

of materialism—hopeless until the violent end. 

But the fundamentalists are not confined to any one 

denomination. They are “boring from within” in many 

churches scattered all through the denominations. Many 

churches now have pastors partially educated in “short¬ 

cut” schools—sincere and honest men who have no interest 

in any form of social or civic endeavor, who stand aloof 

from all efforts at Christian unity, are suspicious of all 

education, and strive to create a “one-track mind” in the 

diurch. A flood of printed material is now flowing 

through the mails, written by men v/ho are not loyal to 

any denomination, but simply devoted to a special set of 

doctrines which they conceive to be the gospel. This litera¬ 

ture i.s peculiarly censorious and pharisaic. It is far more 

pungent in attacks on Christian leaders than in resistance 

to open unbelief. 

“sound the alarm !” 

On my desk lies a package of tracts issued by the “Gos¬ 

pel Missionary Union” of Kansas City. Many of them 

conclude with the slogan. “Sound the alarm!” Many are 

direct assaults on the foremost Christian men of our gen¬ 

eration or on the churches they represent. Here are a few 

of the titles: “The Congregational Church of Today and 

Why I Separated from It”; “The New Course of Study 

for Methodist Preachers” (condemned as “a last deathly 

push toward the boiling cataract of destruction"); “Dr. 

G. Campbell Morgan’s" Further Down Grade” ;“The Spirit¬ 

ual Poison of the Y. M. C. A.”; “A Perverted Gospel” 

(attacking Mr. S. D. Gordon); “Mr. F. B. Meyer’s Cor¬ 

rection” (condemning Dr. Meyer for introducing ex- 

President Taft at a public meeting), etc., etc. 

According to these writings, “Professor Henry Drum¬ 

mond did untold injury to the cause of Christ,” “the work 

of the Religious Education Association is diabolical,” the 

“Outlines of Theology” by Professor William Newton 

Clarke is “an emasculated travesty of the gospel," Pro¬ 

fessor George A. Coe ‘’e.xalts education above salvation,” 

Mr. John R. Mott “has proved himself only great in his 

jolly,” and even William A. Sunday is “a modern Jero¬ 

boam.” As opposed to such leaders the ideal preacher, 

we are told, is the patriarch Noah, “whose eyes never re¬ 

joiced in seeing friend or foe, save his own little family, 

enter the only door of hope, and that soon to be shut. A 

preacher of righteousness a hundred and twenty years, but 

no hand was raised for prayer, no tear dimmed the eye, 

no confession of sin was made, and yet he toiled and 

budded and preached. So it must be with us.” And this 

hyper-Calvinislic distortion is set forth as the simon-pure 

gospel of the Nazarene! This teaching is not merely bit-U 

terly pharisaic, but is the antipodes of all which Christ 

lived and died to establish on earth. 

LIBERAL AND CATHOLIC 

Yet this teaching, which is driving thousands of intelli¬ 

gent young people away from the kingdom of God, and 

forcing mature men and women quietly to leave the 

churches if they would follow Christ, has seized upon 

some Baptist churches as a peculiarly fruitful field of I 

operation because of their democratic organization. Where 

theological doctrine may be determined by majority vote, 

and changed by annual mass-meeting, there the religious 

demagogue finds his alluring opportunity. The preacher 

of little education and fervid oratory crowds his church 

by sensational denunciation of Christian leaders of his ^ 

time and baptizes scores of those who do not think, but ^ 

are content to feel. The larger his church grows, the 

greater is the peril to the Christian faith. The throngs 

that assemble weekly to hear ridicule poured upon science 

and art and education, and to hear marvelous expositions 

of impending catastrophe are the same throngs that take 

their politics from the cartoonists of the daily press. And 

when these pc<pular gifts, deeply needed in the service of 

a spiritual faith, are devoted to driving out Christian teachers 

of blameless life and unswerving devotion to our Lord, be¬ 

cause those teachers cannot subscribe to a set of shibbo¬ 

leths, the alienation of intelligence from Christianity pro¬ 

ceeds apace. 

When, therefore, the Baptists of today are asked to 

adopt an authoritative creed, we must ask what is meant. 

To a simple expression of great fundamental truths, there 

can be no po.'isible objection. On the contrary, if we can¬ 

not put our beliefs into language, they must be ansmic 

and nebulous indeed. The New Hampshire confession 

was such a statement—an expression, never an imposition. 

But now a creed is wanted as a test! to be applied to every 
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pastor, every trustee, every missionary, a test such as our 

Y Baptist fathers would have instantly repudiated. In the 

charter of JBrown University (i764)s described by the 

founders as "liberal and catholic,” are only two specifica¬ 

tions regarding the character of the instruction. The first 

is that the public teaching shall in general “respect the 

sciences.” (That is not precisely the position of Mr. Wil¬ 

liam Jennings Bryan). The second is a golden sentence 

which should be written on the walls of every school 

founded by Baptists: "Into this liberal and catholic insti- 

shall never be admitted any religious tests, but on 

the contrary all the members thereof shall forever enjoy 

full, free, absolute, uninterrupted liberty of conscience.” 

Those sonorous adjectives, unusual in any legal document, 

show how deeply our Baptist fathers resented the tests 

imposed for centuries at Oxford and Cambridge, imposed 

for a time at Harvard and Yale, and how eagerly they 

builded an institution in which sectarian instruction—in¬ 

cluding Baptist doctrines—was by charter excluded from 

the classrooms. Are we worthy of our noble ancestry? 

ANTAGONISM TO EDUCATION 

'^oday there is a recrudescence of the old antagonism 

to education. In its early days the leaders of the denomi¬ 

nation so emphasized the enduement of the spirit as the 

great necessity in preaching that they deprecated an edu¬ 

cation which in England had produced polished essayists 

instead of Christian prophets. In seeking to found a col¬ 

lege the Georgia Baptists expressly denied that it was to 

be for the training of ministers—God would attend to that. 

All through the decades there has been a smouldering 

suspicion that education destroys simplicity and fen^ent 

conviction, and that schools should be maintained, if at all, 

merely as agents of doctrinal propaganda. A certain group 

today would eliminate from all denominational schools 

the teachers who cannot subscribe to their peculiar views 

and would indoctrinate every pupil before graduation. 

They have recently sent to the pupils in such schools a 

questionnaire, hoping to gain from disaffected pupils some 

ground for accusation against the teachers. When one 

father of a family, however, found! that his daughter, aged 

fourteen, was being questioned as to the paternity of our 

Lord, he replied so vigorously that such interrogations 

have ceased. Now, as a preferable method, members of 

churches are incited to send questionnaires to their pastors 

and expose those pastors if the answers are not satisfac¬ 

tory. Thus the prophecy is literally—and joyously—ful¬ 

filled : “A man’s foes shall be they of his own household.” 

f The present outcry against the teaching of “evolution” 

is a curious case of willingness to misunderstand. So far 

as it is a protest against degrading conceptions of human 

persorAality, v/e welcome it. So far as it is a revival of 

the old doctrine that “Aristotle was but the rubbish of an 

Adam, and Athens but the rudiments of Paradise,” it has 

no basis in science or religion. No theory of man’s origin 

could be more humiliating to human pride than the idea 

that he v/as made of the dust of the ground. Even to 

originate in an oyster or an amoeba would be nobler than 

that! But whether coming from dust or oyster or ape, 

The essential fact is that God breathed into him the 

breath of life. Any doctrine of evolution which clings.' 

to that great truth is theistic, and may be thoroughly 

Christian. Evolution, of course, can originate nothing, 

any more than the Copernican theory of astronomy can 

originate the stars. Evolution—which is quite distinct 

from the special doctrine of "Darwinism”—is purely a 

conception of method, and has nothing to do with causes. 

Like the doctrine of Copernicus it may be affirmed or 

denied by theist and atheist alike. There is probably 

not a competent teacher of physical science in any college 

or public school in the northern states who does not accept 

some form of the evolutionary theory. The great ma- i 

jority of Baptists, educated in such schools, unquestion- t 

ably hold no longer the "carpenter theory” of the world, ' 

Put believe in divine creation through an evolutionary i 

process. j 

But just as the noble prophecy of Jonah furnishes the 

literalist only a chance to discuss the gastronomic capacity 

of the whale, so the first chapter of Genesis yields to, 

some men nothing but a discussion as to whether man i 

came from “mud or monkey.” Vain is any attempt in 

our day to make college students believe that Genesis was 

given to teach astronomy or biology. We should no more 

go to Genesis for science than we should go to Spurgeon 

or Phillips Brooks for instruction in wireless telegraphy. 

The doctrine of perpetual development is given us in the 

first and fundamental parable of Jesus: “First the blade, 

then the ear, then the full corn in the ear.” Baptists once 

declared that teaching should "respect the sciences.” A 

school which is afraid of science, or insists on having no , 

science later than that of Paul, of even Moses, is un¬ 

worthy of Baptist support. ^ 

THE OTHER SIDE 

Is. then, the present division in the Baptist ranks due 

simply to the obscurantism of a single group? To affirm 

that would be impossible. It would be to assume the 

Pharisaism we deplore. Certainly deeper causes have 

been at work. Nor are we willing to say that the fault 

is absolutely and entirely on one side. Rash statements 

are easily made and not easily withdrawn. Baptists are 

still united by an immense and unswerving desire to be 

loyal to the mind of Christ. For us he is no human pro¬ 

duct. For us “his character forbids his possible classifica¬ 

tion with men.” For us Christ is no improved edition of 

Confucius, no bettered Buddha. We cannot listen calmly 

to the Boston woman who spoke of “Wendell Phillips and 

other Christs.” We are united by the faith (Charles Lamb_ 

expressed when he said: “If Shal^peare were to enter 

this room v/here we are sitting, T-ve'^tiCuld all instantly 

rise; if Christ were to enter, we should all instantly 

kneel.” That sense of finding a value in Jesus of Naz¬ 

areth which brings us to our knees and compels an al¬ 

legiance never yielded to any other character in human 

history, that clear conviction that “he that hath seen me 

hath seen the Father”—that is our great heritage, our 

common bond. 

But both conservative and liberal may now admit that 

in some things the denomination has gone too fast. It 

has gone too fast in the matter of centralization and over- 
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organization. The ill-fated Interchurch Movement was 

the apotheosis of machiner}.’. It depended on a marvellous 

array of surveys, indexes, catalogues and diagrams, and 

the sound of its clicking typewriters drowned out its pro¬ 

phetic message. Baptists by their history and genius are 

shy of mechanism. When a few years ago they united 

all missionary, educational, publishing and charitable ef- 

tort under one board of promotion, and “pooled” all funds 

in one huge and hypothetical one hundred million dollar 

fund, they unquestionably over-organized a people always 

strong in self-determination and home rule. It is against 

human nature to pool all Christian interests in one gigantic 

bureau, and there is little human interest in giving to a 

fund, when men long to give to a person or a cause. The 

board of promotion has now changed its method and al¬ 

lows designated funds for objects that are dear to in¬ 

dividuals. It must now go farther. While we cannot 

“unscramble the eggs” and do noti wish to do so, we must 

develop again a certain measure of decentralization, with 

local headquarters and larger recognition of local tradi¬ 

tion and loyalty. The federal government of the United 

States is strong only because the state governments have 

certain reserv'ed powers. The finely balanced powers of 

the states and the nation may well suggest a balance of 

powers in the denomination. 

TOO HASTY EXPOSITIONS 

It may also be true that we have gone too fast in the 

matter of hasty expositions of what is involved in a liberal 

attitude in religion. Every Baptist is theoretically a “lib¬ 

eral,” bound by no dogmatic creed, subservient to no ec¬ 

clesiastical superior, a disciple of him who took the liberal 

side in ail discussions regarding sabbaths or fastings or 

any religious observance. But the liberalism which we 

all should claim and exercise does not warrant us in 

sweeping assertions sure to be misunderstood by the un¬ 

educated folk who are always in the majority. 

We are offended to the very soul when we hear Emer¬ 

son speak of the “noxious insistence on the personality of 

Jesus,” and tell us that “God knows no persons.” But 

we are also offended, or ought to be, when one liberal 

leader of the Baptists writes that “the Bible has all the 

marks of a deliberate human composition,” and when an¬ 

other reprove.s those who “declare very positively that 

there is a place called heaven where the saved will be 

forever happy in the presence of God. . . . There is no 

adequate ground for their confident assertions.” Such 

statements are, to say the least, loose and reckless writing. 

They misrepresent the authors—who are excellent Chris¬ 

tian men—as much as they mislead the readers. They are 

pedagogically unsound because they are designed to shock 

rather than instruct, and they affirm that which, properly 

explained, no one disputes, but which, carelessly read, no 

Christian teacher believes. May the day never come when 

the Christian _man in the street must choose between the 

Judaizers and the shockers!_ The preacher of today is 

in the position of moving pictures—^the audience is com¬ 

posed of either children or childish minds. The religious 

teacher may well remember that the psychological tests 

given in the army showed that the average soldier had the ^ 

mind of a child of thirteen years. Is the average church 

member more mature? 

OVER DEVELOPED MECHANISM 

In two respects, then, we must admit that the denomina^ 

tion has outrun its own constituency, making a certain re¬ 

action inevitable—in over-organization and in needlessly 

negative assertion of liberal thought apart from positive 

and counter-balancing assertion of the truths which all 

Christians hold dear. We have constructed a mechanism 

as huge as that of any railroad system and we have not 

found any railroad presidents to put in charge of it. We 

have chilled the enthusiasm of devoted women, who do 

not take kindly to mechanism, but delight in personal 

work for persons. The missionary in his far-away station 

has suffered from “low visibility,” while we have thrust 

into the foreground programs and schedules and drives and' 

statistics—^the cogs and wheels and pulleys of an imper¬ 

sonal machine. We mijst restore personality to its right¬ 

ful place in the kingdom. The king’s business demands 

more than piety or oratory; it demands the same ad¬ 

ministrative and executive power as the major industries 

of our country. Unless we can find or develop such 

power, we must return to the simpler methods of a for¬ 

mer decade, when our main reliance was on ideas and not 

on system. 

We must also remember that in dealing with vast num¬ 

bers of people who are historically suspicious of educa¬ 

tion, who seventy-five years ago voted that their Foreign 

Missionary Union should curtail education in favor of 

itinerant evangelism—'We must remember that mere de- 

Tiials of popular crudities are not enough. Rightly do the 

rank and file demand positive teaching, definite construc¬ 

tion and affirmation aglow with conviction. Positive 

preaching that can smite the evil because it i^ sure of the 

mind of Christ is our constant need. 

And our need is equally for a truly Christian atmos¬ 

phere in every Christian school. That cannot be secured 

by creedal tests, which humiliate and repel strong men; nor 

by requirement of church membership, which is no guar¬ 

antee of Christian influence. It can only be secured by 

direct action on the part of trustees and presidents to pro¬ 

vide personal contact of students with modern prophets, 

preachers, missionaries, and leaders of Christian thought 

and action. Any school which is not for Christianity is 

against it. 

TWO POSSIBILITIES 

What is likely to be the outcome of the present dis¬ 

sonance among Baptists? After the meetings to be held 

in Indianapolis in June we may know the answer. Two 

possibilities lie on the horizon. 

The denomination may divide; furnishing America, al¬ 

ready cursed with isolated sects, with another sectarian’ 

body. In that case we shall see many years of iitigation 

over endowment funds, years of contradiction in the mis- 

.sionary enterprise at home and abroad, years of enfeeble- 

ment in education and philanthropy and religious public 

cation. Worst of all, we shall see bitterness among breth¬ 

ren, the estrangement of friends, the triumph of the- 
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forces of disunity and unbelief. We shall see the liberals 

becoming more extreme in their declarations and the con¬ 

servatives assuming for all practical purposes the intel¬ 

lectual attitude of the Second Adventists. Such a con¬ 

summation is devoutly to be deplored. 

On the other hand, the spirit of tolerance and charity, 

the spirit of Roger Williams and John A. Broadus and 

A. J, Gordon, may arise once more and recall us to our 

great heritage and greater mission. A denomination 

founded on the principle of individual liberty ought to 

have room irt it for various types of thought. From the 

beginning there have been two impulses in Baptist history. 

One of these, derived from John Calvin, with whose 

teaching the Baptists came into contact in Holland, has 

tended steadily toward literalism and dogmatism. The 

other impulse, derived from the fervent Anabaptists, has 

been one of reliance on the inward light, of emphasis on 
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the social gospel and the spiritual kingdom on the earth. 

In the phrase of Dr. R. S. Storrs, “every denomination 

needs two wings to fly with.” A denomination which con¬ 

tains only stand-patters and obscurantists is an impedi¬ 

ment to the kingdom of God. A denomination which con¬ 

tains only the adventurous and path-breaking minds may 

run away with itself. We need both conservative and 

liberal, both the men who are sure of yesterday and the 

men who can greet the unseen with a cheer. We need the 

popular pictorial evangelist with his dramatic gospel for 

children, and the trained scholar who rejoices to see the 

sun when it is for most men below the horizon. We need 

the men of even narrow minds, if they are sincerely fol¬ 

lowing all the truth they can receive. We need, above 

all, men who can be broad withojit being flat, hospitable 

^ut not nebulous, so sure of God that they do not need 

.each morning to put forth reckless hands to steady his ark. 

This article will be foUotved in a forthcoming issue by an article written by Bishop Francis /. McConnell, of the 

Methodist Church, on “The Future of the Baptists”—an outside view. 

The World Within the World 
By Rufus M. Jones 

IN his great constructive book on the Philosophy of 

Religion, published twenty-five years ago, August 

Sabatier declared that man is “incurably religious.” 

“I am religious,” this interesting French scholar asserts, 

“because I am a man.” He boldly takes the ground that 

•the moment the human soul reveals its essential nature it 

shows a native tendency—what the biologists would call 

.a “tropism”—to seek for God. 

Tertullian, who could sometimes talk as a Roman lawyer 

and lean very strongly toward a religion of authority, in a 

famous passage has insisted that the testimony of the soul, 

when it stands forth in its native powers and speaks out 

of its experience, is religious—“whenever the soul comes 

to itself, as out of a surfeit, or a sleep, or a sickr^ess, and 

attains something of its natural soundness, it speaks 

of God.” 

William James in his Psychology bears, his positive tes¬ 

timony to the fact that, man in his normal inner processes 

seeks and finds a “Great Companion.” “We hear,” he 

says, “in these days of scientific enlightenment, a great 

deal of discussion about the efficacy of prayer; and many 

reasons are given us why we should not pray, whilst others 

are given why we should. But in all this very little is said 

of the reason why we do pray, which is simply that we 

cannot help praying. The impulse to pray is a necessary 

consequence of the fact that whilst the innermost of the 

empirical selves of a man is a self of the social sort, it can 

yet find its adequate Socius only in an ideal world,” We 

are haunted, he goes on to say, “by this sense of an ideal 

spectator.” 

Here are three different types of men, all contending 

that religion is grounded in the essential nature of man. 

The testimony could be greatly increased and it would 

carry much weight if it did not meet with certain some¬ 

what solemn facts on the other side of the account. We 

are confronted by a generation of boys and girls in our 

schools and colleges who often seem to be non-religious, 

“untroubled by a spark.” They are not lawless, they are 

not anti-social. They are no more unethical than students 

have been in the past, often they are less. They merely 

seem to have no interest in religion. They appear to be 

unconcerned whether God exists or not. If he does exist 

he is not on their list of acquaintances and they give the 

matter no fiirther consideration. Their lives are full of 

activity but lacking in depth. They seem to have eliminated 

that dimension of the soul which opens out into contact 

and fellowship with a great, invisible Companion. 

POSITIVE INCULCATION OF RELIGION 

This situation, serious as it is, does not, I think, alter 

the central facts to v/hich the above quoted experts bear 

witness. The apparent drop of religious interest on the 

part of the present rising generation is due to a number of 

cumulative causes and is almost certainly a temporary 

stage. Religion—like any instinctive tendency—is easily 

checked, inhibited or masked. If, when a fundamental 

tendency “ripens” it does not receive the proper stimulus, 

encouragement and backing, it is apt to “fade out” and 

disappear, or at least to become quiescent and dormant. 

This has happened to many young people in our time. The 

positive inculcation of religion has been absent in a very 

large number of homes. When the stage of wonder and 

awe v/as reached nothing was done to meet it, to foster it, 

to feed it, and to raise it to its true significance and glory. 

The Sunday school, and a good deal of the other religious 

nurture outside the home, have been crude, old-fashioned, 



WAR ON MODERNISM 

IN BAPTIST CHURCH 

rtmdamenfflists'^ I'repare to 

Stamp Oat the Trend of Lib- 

etal Theological Views. i 
A determined fight among factions of 

the Baptist clergymen and laymen who- 
make up the Northern Baptist Conven- ^ 
tlon, which includes thlrty-slx States, 
practically all above the Mason • and 
Dixon line, is expected when the con¬ 
vention assembles In Indianapolis on 
June 14 for a week’s session. Under 
the leadership of Rev. J. C. Massee of 
Tremont Temple, Boston, until a few 
months ago pastor of the Baptist Tem¬ 
ple, Brooklyn, the so-called " Funda¬ 
mentalists ” will try to get control of 
the convention, and, according to an 
announcement by Dr. Massee, “ elect to 
every board and committee a clear ma¬ 
jority of pronouncedly conservative men 
and women." 

■' Modernism and modernists ” must 
go, according to an edict by Dr. Mas¬ 
see. ■' It Is my hope that we shall there 
8er\'e notice on the denomination that 
we are no longer tolerant of the drift 
from the ancient moorings.” 

The " Fundamentalists ’’ Include on 
their Executive Committee tlie Rev. 
John Roach Straton, the Rev. J. M. 
Dean, the Rev. Floyd Adams, the Rev. 
Frank M. Goodchlld and the Rev. C. L. 
Laws. The Rev. Dr. Massee Is the 
Chairman. , Last year and the year be¬ 
fore similar fights were made at the 
convention's sessions at Dea Moines and 
Buffalo, but a greater show of strength 
on the part of the "Fundamentalists" 
is expected this year. The group will 
hold a "pre-convention conference’' in, 

Indianapolis on June 13. 
In a letter addressed to " Ministers 

of the Northern Baptist Convention ” 
and dated May 13, Dr. Massee states the 
views of the " Fundamentalists " In part 
as follows: 

■■ We have voiced as our inalienable 
right protest against a departure from j 
the faith once for all delivered and in- I 
slat upon both a return to that faith 
and upon a strict adherence to the pur¬ 
poses and programs for which the 
boards and conventions were originally 
organized. We deplore the drift away 
from a sound doctrine. We reject the' 
leadership of men of liberal theological 
views. We repudiate the over-emphasis 
of a social gospel which would commit 
the denomination to a program substi¬ 
tuting the application of the eth^B of 
Jesus to unregenerate human llycs in¬ 
stead of the proclamation of lUg gospel 
of saving grace as a means jfi) redeem 

the Individual. • 
“ We have Insisted and a|fll Insist that 

our schools must be sa^^uarded from 
modernist and nio^nilsts. Baptist 
schools, SMported hg Baptist money, 
sponsored ^ Bapti^conventions, must 
be requlreMto n^mtaln and teach the 
Baptist faltl. 'mis does not mean that 
other studelts/are to be excluded or 
that JlUr Baa^t schools are to be vose- 
lylljra instltuCons.'' A 

’T- Massee's letter says further:! 
, I express a profound personal \on- 

otlon when I say that In my Judge mt 
ery man of modernistic theoiog :al 

indencles, though he may at heart 1 >ld 
le faith of Christ, should be disc n- 
nued from any office In the North rn 

.Japtlst Convention for the simple t a- 
lon that his tendency is wrong. id 
hat his occupancy of an official p jI- 
in raises a question of distressing i is- 
jlcion and anxiety In the hearts of he 
yerwhelmlng conservative majorltj of 
'baptists. • • • Every officer OMthe 
invention this year should be dlstJictly 

■ pronouncedly a conservatlve^an." 



The Rift in the Baptist Lute 

By Rev. Robert A. Ashworth, D.D. 

Pastor of tbe Baptist Oburch of the Bedeomer, Yonkers, New York. 

That there is a division within the constituency of the 

Northern Baptist Convention so serious as to threaten 

its harmony, the successful prosecution of the great 

missionary and educational tasks to which it is committed 

in the New World Movement, and, indeed, its unity, is no 

secret. The sessions of the Convention, once a source of in¬ 

spiration and fellowship, have for the past three years been 

disturbed by divisive discussion and the spirit of faction. 

No great forward movement ever launched by a great de¬ 

nomination has met such opposition and such hindrances as 

has the New World Movement. In spite of the fact that 

two thousand churches supported it magnificently and rose 

to a new standard of per capita giving beyond that reached 

by any other Christian body in history, only one-half of the 

$100,000,000 has thus far been subscribedTto^e great em¬ 

barrassment of all the causes included in the program. 

Shortly before the taking of the subscriptions a widespread 

propaganda was started by a group of ultra-conservatives 

in the denomination which has continued unabated to the 

present time. It was directed first against the denomina¬ 

tional colleges and seminaries. General and undiscriminat¬ 

ing charges were widely disseminated, alleging that the sem¬ 

inaries were heretical and the influence of the schools un- 

Christian, or even anti-Christian. This aroused a wide¬ 

spread suspicion in'the minds of the ill-informed and caused 

grave disquiet and unrest. Since the budget of the New 

World Movement assigned thirty-one per cent, of the total 

to the cause of education, this faction in the' denomination 

declared their inability to support the movement, and they 

carried with them a very large number of churches and 

chilled the ardor of others. Thus the whole great mission¬ 

ary program of the denomination suffered with the educa¬ 

tional features of it. When, early in the present year, the 

Board of Promotion, the executive body in Charge of the 

New World Movement, in response to tiie reiterated state¬ 

ment that millions of money were being withheld from the 

movement by individuals and churches because of the inclu¬ 

sion of the schools in the budget, reversed their previous 

action and made it possible for donors to designate their 

gifts to any item in the budget, the leaders of the opposition 

declared that there was “now no reason why we should not 

co-operate to the fullest extent of our ability in our mis¬ 

sionary enterprises.” But the millions have not been forth¬ 

coming. The total collections this year fall twenty-five per 

cent, below those of the year preceding, and this would ap¬ 

pear to be due only in part to the business situation in the 

country at large. It is easier to sow suspicion than to re¬ 

place it with confidence. Money is proverbially shy, and 

it does not take a great deal of agitation to discourage peo¬ 

ple from paying it out. 

The so-called “Fundamentalists” who have been carrying 

on the campaign of protest and criticism are a company 

]whose number it is_ difficult to estimate. They manifested 

9/ /fZ 
group within the denomination 

shortly after the war, and contemporaneously with the ultra¬ 

conservative interdenominational movement whose name 

they bear, and with whose views they are in general sym¬ 

pathy, but with which they have no organic connection. 

The Baptists of the North are largely conservative in their 

views of doctrine, but only a fraction of the conservatives 

are affiliated with the Fundamentalists, and very many con¬ 

servatives are wholly out of sympathy with their methods 

and propaganda. Nevertheless, they are a powerful ultra- 

conservative group within the denomination, organized, with 

a definite program and a few strong leaders, and are driven 

by the power of sincere conviction. 

The doctrinal position of the Fundamentalists it is some¬ 

what difficult to define. At their pre-Convention conference 

held in Des Moines a year ago there was adopted a “Con¬ 

fession of Faith” with which few Baptists would find seri¬ 

ous fault. The attitude of .multitudes toward this confession 

is, however, complicated by the character of the agitation 

carried on by the Fundamentalists and by the well-known 

theological position of many of their most conspicuous lead¬ 

ers. Drs. J. C. Massee, W. B. Riley, J. R. Straton and 

Curtis Lee Laws, editor of “The Watchman-Examiner,” 

which is recognized as the organ of the .movement, are pro¬ 

nounced pre-millennarians, and they, with Dr. Frank M. 

Goodchild, have been most prominent in leadership. The 

pre-millennarians within the denomination are among the 

most ardent Fundamentalists and have given decided color 

to the movement in many parts of the country. Statements 

of faith promulgated by groups of Fundamentalists, and 

convictions held and expressed by individual leaders affirm¬ 

ing the necessity of faith in the Bible as “inerrant and in¬ 

fallible,” and pronouncements against “a scientific attitude 

toward the Bible” and Biblical criticism, together with dia¬ 

tribes against “modernism,” evolution and the teaching of 

the natural sciences’, and their general attitude toward the 

schools, have aroused misgivings in many minds that the 

movement is» hostile to modern learning and would place 

fetters upon free inquiry. Fierce attacks upon “the social 

gospel” have not been reassuring. The opposition to poli¬ 

cies determined by the Convention and the failure to co¬ 

operate in the New World Movement on the part of very 

many, together with the diversion of missionary and educa¬ 

tional funds' to undenominational enterprises on the part of 

some of them, have not fostered confidence. 

What is it that the Fundamentalists want? 

I. They want more power in the management of Baptist 

affairs, more offices in the Northern Baptist Convention, 

more conservative members on the committees of the Con¬ 

vention and on the boards of the missionary societies. They 

believe that the preponderance of conservatives, variously 

estimated by the Fundamentalists as from sixty to eighty- 

five per cent, of the Baptist constituency, according to the 



Optimism of the estimator, is not proportionately repre¬ 

sented in the councils of the denomination. 

The facts upon which to determine this issue have not 

been collated, but I believe that it might easily be shown 

that the conservatives are now in a decided majority in 

every denominational official directorate whatsoever. There 

is no disposition that can be discerned on the part of a 

minority of so-called progressives to deprive any group 

within the denomination of a proper representation, and, 

indeed, in so democratic an organization as is the Northern 

Baptist Convention, to attempt to do so would be quite 

futile. 

But the Fundamentalists want to dominate and control 

the official bodies of the denomination and to determine its 

policies and personnel, whether it be the Northern Baptist 

Convention, the Board of Promotion, or the missionary so¬ 

cieties and their great financial endowments. “Why on 

earth,” asks Dr. Laws, “should not conservatives rule?” ‘T 

express a profound personal conviction,” writes the chair¬ 

man of the Executive Committee of the Fundamentalists, in 

an official communication, “when I say that in my judgment 

every man of modernistic theological tendencies, though he 

may at heart hold the faith of Christ, should be discontinued 

from any office in the Northern Baptist Convention, for the 

simple reason that his tendency is wrong and that his occu¬ 

pancy of an official position raises a question of distressing 

suspicion and anxiety in the hearts of the overwhelming 

conservative majority of Baptists.” 

It has been charged against the Fundamentalist leaders 

that they intend to “pack” the Convention at Indianapolis 

with their followers with the intent of taking over all the 

denominaional machinery. The charge was based upon a 

letter signed by Dr. I^Iassee for their Executive Committee 

and addressed to members of the Fundamentals Council, 

composed of representatives in the several States, dated 

December, 1921, in which he says: “There is no doubt in 

the minds of the Executive Committee on Fundamentals 

that we must proceed definitely as far as possible to organ¬ 

ize the various States, looking toward the Convention. Con¬ 

servatives must attend in such numbers and in such organi¬ 

zations as will enable them, if necessary, by votes to deter¬ 

mine the policies and personnel of the next Convention.” 

In a later letter he writes: “We must keep the fight going 

all along the line. . . . We can never consent to stop short 

of seeing the denomination! machinery in control of the 

great conservative constituency which makes up at least three- 

fourths of the denomination.” An intention, however, thus 

to infuse political methods and a deliberate spirit of faction 

into the Convention has since been disclaimed by Dr. Massee. 

3iit in the most recent letter of their Executive Committee, 

addressed to all ministers of the Northern Baptist Conven¬ 

tion. he expresses the hope “that such a crowd of indepen¬ 

dent Baptists will attend the Indianapolis Convention as has 

never before assembled on this continent, and that they will 

in the exercise of their prerogative elect to every board and 

committee a clear majority of pronouncedly conservative 

men and women. . . . bjvery officer of the Convention 

this year should be distinctly and pronouncedly a conserva¬ 

tive man.” 

2. The Fundamentalists want the Northern Baptist Con¬ 

vention to adopt at Indianapolis a Confession of Faith, by 

preference the “Des Moines Confession,” prepared by them¬ 

selves, which is mentioned above. Just what that would in¬ 

volve does not yet appear. Dr. Massee, the outstanding 

leader and spokesman of the Fundamentalists and chairman 

of the Executive Committee, declared in a conference in 

New \ork that he would have the Confession made the 

basis of church membership, of the relation of the churches 

to the Convention, and of the appointment of* missionaries. 

In the absence of any official statement to the contrary, this 

is not reassuring to what I may term “old-time” Baptists. 

For this is to impose an j/uthoritative creed upon the de¬ 

nomination. ^^’hile Baptists have written many confessions, 

such as the Philadelphia Confession and the New Hamp¬ 

shire Confession, promulgated as statements of the positions 

generally held by Baptists and adopted by many churches, 

they have never had an official creed, and, indeed, it has 

always been one of their "fundamental” principles that the 

New Testament is the sufficient rule of faith and practice, 

and that every man has the right and privilege of interpret¬ 

ing it for himself. 

3. The Fundamentalists want, according to the official 

letter to the Fundamentalist Council, signed by the chair¬ 

man of the Executive Committed, the mission boards of the 

Convention to “cease to appoint to mission fields.men com¬ 

mitted to the modernistic philosophy, the social program of 

mission activities, and men who are. not consumed with a 

spiritual passion for lost souls. It is a crime against God 

and man,” the letter proceeds, “for us to use our great de¬ 

nominational missionary funds in an effort to apply the ethics 

of Jesus/fO' the lives of unregenerate men, whether individ¬ 

uals oyin the mass. . . . Programs of Americanization, agri¬ 

cultural missions, community centers, and so on, must cease 

to^ave major emphasis in the minds of our missionary sec- 

ivetaries and boards.” It is needless to say that, on the one 

/nand, the implication of indifference to evangelism that this 

injunction contains is not accepted by the missionary boards 

,^is a fair or accurate presentation of their actual policies 

JuTh-e-present time, and, on the other hand, that its tone be¬ 

trays a narrow conception of missionary effort and purpose 

to which it would be impossible for forward-looking men to 

return at the present time. 

4. Finally, the Fundamentalists want all denominational 

officials brought to the test of the Gospel according to the 

Fundamentalists, and a general house-cleaning of all who 

do not measure up to their dogmas. Further, they wish the 

schools and the seminaries and all who teach in them to lie 

in their theological Procrustean bed. and to be lengthened or 

shortened as need may require. “The school situation must 

be cleared up,” says the letter quoted above. “‘Boards of 

trustees of the individual schools must make a thorough¬ 

going investigation of the teaching in the schools and elimi¬ 

nate from the ..schools the men who are not Baptists in fact 

as well as in name.. There is no place for the philosophy of 

modernism in Baptist schools.” (It should be interpolated 

that the definition of “modernism” widely circulated in some 

parts of the country by groups of Fundamentalists runs as 

follows: “A method of religious interpretation that ... is 

built on evolution, rationalism, ethics, speculation and the 

results of the radical criticism of the Bible, and that exalts 

man's reason above Divine revelation.") “Baptist semi¬ 

naries.” the letter continues, “should expel from their fac¬ 

ulty every teacher who has in any way departed from the 

historic Baptist faith. Baptists cannot tolerate a scientific 

attitude toward the Bible.” 

Such a demand, of course, needs to be examined in the 

light both of what constitutes the “historic Baptist faith” 

and of whether the Fundamentalists can qualify as its true 

and acknowledged custodians. It raises the question, also, 

whether any progress in doctrine is either possible or to be 

permitted. Fundamentalists are thoroughly convinced that 

thev enjoy exclusive possession of the only simon-pure Bap- 
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SIGNS OF THE TIMES. 

“interpreting away" the church standards. 

In the last number of the Bulletin, certain extracts from the 

Confessions and Articles of Belief of the larger church bodies were 

given. If these Declarations were accepted by all in their original 

and obvious meanings, the issue would be fairly clear. If, however, 
it is generally allowed that they may be “interpreted” according to 

the so-called “modern” viewpoint, there is real danger that the 

new “interpretation” may amount to a practical denying of the 

Statement itself. If any “interpretation” whatever is allowed, 

what, if any, are the limits to such tolerance? The question is 

of vital moment in several church bodies at the present time. 
Dr. Fosdick is a Baptist, but regularly preaching in a Presby¬ 

terian Church. The Presbytery of Philadelphia has overtured the 

Presbyterian General Assembly “to take such action as will require 

the teaching in the First Presbyterian Church of New York City 

to conform to the system of doctrine taught in the Confession of 

Faith.” T c Tt/r 
In the Methodist Episcopal Church, the case of Rev. J. S. M. 

Buckner, of Nebrasaka, U.S.A., has become a cause celMre. Mr. 

Buckner had widely published his “modern” views regarding the 

Bible, Bishop Stuntz and the Nebraska Conference felt that he 

was doing great harm to the church and unanimously decided for 

his retirement. 
The Chyrch Missionary Society has been unable to reconcile 

in one organization the conservative and modern interpretations^ 

o£ its position regarding the Bible. And the Bible Churchmen s 

Missionary Society has been formed by certain of the more con¬ 

servative members of the original society. In the words ^ of 
Secretary Manley, as quoted in the last Bulletin, Conservatives 

*%ccept the teaching of the 39 Articles heartily and without 

reservation, giving them broadly that same evangelical interpretation 

that originally intended.’^ . , . . 
A similar and most notable case of conflict regarding limits of 

re-interpretation of Standards by those holding office under those 

Standards, has recently come prominently before the public in the 

Protestant Episcopal Church of America. The Rev. Percy Stickney 
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Grant has been for many years rector of the Church of the 

Ascension, New York City. His career has been a somewhat 

spectacular one in many respects, and several successive Bishops of 

New York have sought to keep his utterances and acts within the 

pale of church law and standards. 

Following a sermon preached by Dr. Grant on January 14, 

Bishop W. T. Manning has called upon him ‘ “to correct unmistak¬ 

ably the impression which you have publicly given of your disbelief 

in our Lord Jesus Christ as God and Savior, or if this is not 

possible for you to do, then to withdraw from the ministry of this 

Church.’ ” The Bishop claims that one who does not “accept the 

faith as set forth in the Creed .... should voluntarily resign ” 

and moreover that the question involved “is one not only of theology, 

but of honor and good faith.” 

The “liberty of interpretation,” held so essential by men of 

the modern school, is regarded by the Bishop as having definite limits. 

“Interpretation,” says the Bishop,” means reasonable explanation 

of a fact on the basis of its acceptance as true; to call that 

interpretation which is in fact denial, is a misuse of language. 

There is great liberty of thought and expression in the Episcopal 

Church, but this does not give her ministers the right to deny the 

essential faith for which the Church stands.” 

But the Bishop’s full letter is given below: 

‘ Since my conversation with you last Wednesday afternoon^ I 
have given most earnest thought to the matter which we then dis¬ 
cussed. That conversation was, as you know, in some important 
points not reassuring to me, and I feel called^ upon to let you and 
the Church know clearly what my judgment is in this matter. 

‘ You will, I hope, believe that what I write is not written under 
any sense of irritation nor with personal feeling of any sort. If you 
were my own brother, I should feel obliged to write you what I am 
now writing. If I understand you aright, you confirm as correct 
the reports of your sermon preached last Sunday and also other 
utterances which you are reported to have made since that time. 

‘ The impression which you have given to the Church and to the 
public is that you deny the miraculous elements of the Gospel and 
that you no longer believe the statement of the Christimi Faith as 
contained in the Apostles’ Creed. The Apostles’ Creed is the state¬ 
ment of the Christian Faith, which not only every minister, but every 
member of this Church, is required to accept. As a minister ot this 
Church you are obliged constantly and publicly to declare your beliei 



in it. At every Baptism at which you officiate you are required to 
ask the person who is seeking admission to the Church, “Dost thou 
believe, all the articles of the Christian Faith as contained in the 

Apostles’ Creed?” ..txr-ii 
‘ At your ordination you were asked publicly and solemnly: vVill 

you then give your faithful diligence always so to minister the 
Doctrine and Sacraments and the Discipline of Christ as the Lord 
hath commanded, and as this Church hath received the same, accord¬ 
ing to the Commandments of God, so that you may teach the people 
committed to your Care and Charge with all diligence to keep and 
observe the same?” To this question you replied. “I will so do. 
by the help of the Lord.” If you cannot now conscientiously accept 
and teach the Christian Faith as contained in the Apostles’ Creed, 
it is plain that you cannot consistently continue to hold your com¬ 
mission as a minister and teacher in the Protestant Episcopal Church. 

‘ In my judgment, therefore, you are called upon to follow one of 
two courses. You should at once publicly correct the impression 
given by your recent sermon and state clearly that you do accept 
the faith of the Church as set forth in the Creed, or if you do not 
accept this Faith you should voluntarily resign from the ministry of 

this Church. 
‘ This in no way restricts or conflicts with your personal liberty 

or your freedom of thought. You are at liberty to teach whatever 
you believe, but you are not at liberty to deny the faith for which 
the Protestant Episcopal Church stands and at the same time con¬ 
tinue as one of her ministers. It is incumbent upon all of us to follow 
v/hat we believe to be the truth wherever it may lead us, and if it 
leads you outside the Episcopal Church it is your duty courageously 
and honestly to follow it there, but so long as you elect to remain a 
minister of this Church, loyalty to its Creed is a binding obligation 
upon you. If you do not believe in Jesus Christ as God and Saviour 
you are restricting your own freedom and injuring yourself by 

remaining in your present position. 
‘ The question here involved is one not only of theology, but of 

honour and good faith. According to your own statement, it appears 
that you have not only given up belief in this or that less important 
doctrine, but that you have lost your belief in the Saviour Himself 
as He is presented to us in the Four Gospels and in the Apostles’ 
Creed. You will say that this Church allows great liberty of inter¬ 
pretation as to the meaning of the articles of the Creed. This is 
quite true, and I rejoice in the great liberty of thought which this 
Church allows and desire to uphold it to the utmost limit that is 
lawful and right. But interpretation of a fact or a truth is one 
thing and denial of it is another. Interpretation means reasonable 
explanation of a fact on the basis of its acceptance as true. To call 
that interpretation which is in fact denial is a misuse of language. 
There is great liberty of thought and expression in the Episcopal 
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Church, but this does not give her ministers the right to deny the 
essential faith for which the Church stands. 

‘ In a great charge to 'the Convention of 'this diocese, entitled 
Law and Loyalty, which I would gladly make my own, Bishop Henry 
C. Potter said: 

“This Church has her standards of Faith embodied in the Creeds and 
Offices and Articles which, taken together with Holy Scripture, are her Rule 
and Faith. In the interpretation of these there always has been, and there 
always will be, a certain latitude of interpretation for which every wise man 
will be devoutly thankful. But that that latitude exists is no more certain 
than that it has its limits, and that the transgression of these limits, by 
whatever ingenuity it has been accomplished, has wrought only evil in lower¬ 
ing the moral tone of the Church, and In debilitating the individual conscience 
is, I think, no less certain. . . . Out of all the conflict and clamor of opinions, 
above all the vagaries of individual sentiment, or inclination, there rises that 
thing which we call loyalty, whether to God or our country, or our Mother, 
the Church.” 

‘ I do not believe in heresy trials if these can possibly be avoided. 
They ought never to be necessary in the Church v/here the spirit of 
love and patience and fellowship should reign. If any man knows 
that he cannot fulfil the terms upon which he holds his office in the 
ministry he should voluntarily retire from it. But, to quote again 
the words of Bishop Potter, “Toleration in a Body which professes 
to hold and teach revealed Truth must have its limits.” 

‘ I call upon you to correct unmistakably the impression which 
you have publicly given of your disbelief in our Lord Jesus Christ 
as God and Saviour, or if it is not poss'ible for you to do so, then 
to withdraw from the ministry of this Church.’ 

‘ Yours faithfully, ‘ William T. Manning." 

Here follows the reply of Dr. Grant. It is a long letter but 

we feel called to reprint it in full, for one reason because the British 

Modern Churchman speaks of it as a letter, “which, we believe, is 

really the manifesto of the American Modernists.” Moreover, the 

same magazine says that it was written “after Dr. Grant had taken 

counsel with a number of leading theologians in the Protestant 

Church of America.” 

‘ My Dear Bishop Manning, 

‘ I shall endeavour to answer your letter of January 19 as clearly 
and unambiguously as possible. 

‘ First, as to the “miraculous elements of the Gospel.” I cannot 
love God witlr^iiynTmwh'^fid^dt "ifie same time De1fW§'^tHat the laws 
of nature were ever violated; for the simple reason that God Himself 
has taught me, as He is teaching all our sons and daughters in every 
modern university of the Western world to-day, that those laws are 
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immutable throughout eternity. It is not in the remotest degree 
that I question His power. It is simply a matter of evidence. Every 
science which His Spirit is revealing to us to-day combines to affirm 
that “the unfailing order of immortal nature” has behind it His 
own will and purpose. If you reply that in the Gospel miracles laws 
of which we have no knowledge were set in operation, I must answer 
that in such case the alleged events cease to be miracles. Should 
your hypothetical contention turn out to be true in fact, with all 
lovers of truth I would rejoice in such fresh revelation. But of this 
there is as yet not a scintilla of evidence. In the “miracles” of 
healing, many of the laws employed by Christ have to-day been made 
known ^o us, but we thereby realise clearly that such works are 
not contrary to but in accordance with law. To another category 
belong such stories, for in’stance, as that of Christ walking for per¬ 
haps half a mile upon the surface of the water. All books of the 
New Testament tell us that He had a true human body and lived a 
real human life. That human body weighed, let us say, 150 pounds. 
Ain I helped either in my own inner life or in my preaching to others 
by affirming that such a body, in utter defiance to the law of gravi¬ 
tation, walked upon water as upon a solid fioor! Were I to state 
that this is a literal fact, might I not justly be charged with denying 
the true humanity of our Lord? And I am very sure that Jesus of 
Nazareth did nothing in His life for the purpose of creating wonder. 
Indeed, He definitely refused the request for a sign of this character, 
affirming such seeking to be the mark of a degraded generation. 

‘ My position in the matter is that of the Rev. Dr. Jnge, Dean of 
St. Paul’s Cathedral, London, one of the most brilliant nftrulT'iTf the 
Anglican Communion, who says {Outspoken Essays)'. 

“Miracles must, I am convinced, be relegated to the sphere of pious 
opinion. It is not likely, perhaps, that the progress of science will increase 
the difficulty of believing them; but it can never again be possible to make 
the truths of religion depend upon physical portents having taken place as 
recorded. The Christian revelation can stand without them, and the rulers 
of the Church will soon have to realize that in very many minds it does 
stand without them.” 

‘ The writers of the Gospels were men steeped in the ideas of the 
Old Testament, according to the documents of which miracle was 
almost an every-day occurrence. Yet the historicity of those Hebrew 
stories, as you know well, is to-day rejected by the majority of even 
the conservative scholars of the Anglican Communion. But is it 
possible for those who love Truth above all things to draw a line 
between the Old and the New Testament? Our earliest Gospel was 
written by a man who had not been a follower of Christ during his 
life on earth, and the author was, therefore, dependent for his in¬ 
formation upon others. Quite apart from this fact, was it not inevit¬ 
able that in an age in which evidence, sequence, causation were 
almost wholly unknown terms, that every remarkable event should 
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be explained as “miracle”? I need not remind you, as illustrative 
of this fact, of the evangelist’s explanation of mental disorder by the 
hypothesis of devil possession. I do not suppose that you, any more 
than other educated Christian teachers, imagine that in the physical 
body of the Gergesene “demoniac” were really dwelling some five 
thousand devils, who, at the word of Christ, transferred themselves 
to the bodies of the swine. But St. Mark, by his use of the word 
“legion,” the name of the Roman regiment, clearly implies that this 
was the case. On the other hand, again, of course, with you, I truly 
believe that our Lord healed this unfortunate man. St. Mark ex¬ 
plains the fact by the aid of first century science, and I by the help 
of twentieth century science. Is this disloyalty, either to Christ or 
the Church ? 

‘ Another factor of which I would remind you, and which has 
a profound bearing upon the question of miracles, is the manner in 
which later evangelists heighten the miraculous element in the stories 
of the earliest Gospel. It is commonplace of scholarship that “the 
itnknown Palestinian disciple,” 'to use the phrase of Bishop Gore, 
who compiled th^ Gospel according to St. Matthew, incorporated into 
his document most of the Gospel according to St. Mark. But I ask 
you to note that in almost every case of “miracle” he has added 
further miraculous elements to the former’s stories. Would you say 
that I must also believe these? Even Bishop Gore, who is so 
insistent upon belief in miracle, affirms of at least one which is 
recorded in St. Matthew’s Gospel, that “it is difficult to believe it to 
be historical.” We both know that fifty years ago Bishop Gore 
would have been tried and deposed for that statement; and that 
Bishop Colenso was degraded for saying far less 'than what the 
former Bishop -of Oxford has affirmed in his Belief in God. Yet 
to-day Bishop Colenso’s belief is held by every conservative Anglican 
who reads. But. you will reply, “There must be a limit somewhere; 
a line must be drawn beyond which it is disloyal to go.” Most 
hprtily do I concur in this. The limit is Truth; and he who is 
disloyal to Truth has no place in the ministry of the Church. But 
Truth is not something of which one can have different brands. 
There can be no such things as “Episcopalian Truth,” or “Presby¬ 
terian Truth,” or “Catholic Truth.” Truth is whajt is. And as the 
centuries roll on the Holy Spirit of God is ever guiding men into fresh 
vistas of Truth. You would not, I know, attempt to silence this 
search for Truth by authority. Bishop Gore may be in error in his 
statements; so may I. That is a relatively small matter. What is 
of supreme importance, if we would follow the example of Christ, 
whose position in regard to current beliefs was above all things that 
of critic, is our attitude toward Truth. His quarrel with the ortho¬ 
doxy of His day was not at all because of the inaccuracy or inade¬ 
quacy of its beliefs. His flaming indignation, so graphically por¬ 
trayed in the Gospels, was aroused by an attitude of inind, which. 
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closed to new Truth, vehemently affirmed it already possessed all 
Truth. Must the Church of to-day continue to perpetuate this tragic 
error? As Canon Streeter admirably expressed it: 

' "While the world—or rather its best men—have been seeking truth, tlie 
Church has been interested in defending tradition, with the result that the 
intellectual leadership, which, in the Middle Ages, belonged to the Cliurch, 
has passed to the scientist. And the scientist, once outside the boundaries 
of his own subject and in the sphere of philosophy and ethics, has not 

f infrequently led men wrong, to their no small hurt. Yet for this hurt, too. 
the Church is more than half responsible, for it has been the attitude of the 
Church toward the search for truth that has, quite unnecessarily, made science 
the traditional enemy and thereby prejudiced its devotees against an impartial 
consideration of the truth for which religion stands. . . . Apologists often 
point out that when a conflict has arisen between traditional views and 
modern hypotheses, whether of science or criticism or history, it has not 
infrequently happened that the traditionalist has ultimately been found in 
point of fact to be nearer to the truth. This may be so, but it is irrelevant. 
The Church’s attitude to truth has been a moral, not an intellectual failure. 
To be mistaken about a matter of fact, or to entertain for a time a false 
hypothesis, is to be guilty of an error which time and further inquiry will 
correct. Absolute devotion to truth and making mistakes about the truth 
are quite compatible. Science often makes mistakes. But not to be interested 
in discovering truth, to make a virtue of the fact under the name of ‘faith’; 
worst of all, deliberately to suppress one’s interest under the name of ‘the 
sacrifice of the reason’ or ‘the asceticism of the intellect,’ is (for those who 
have the requisite mental capacity and training) openly to renounce obedience 
to the commandment, ‘ Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all_ thy viind.' 
Nothing is nobler than the impulse which moves man to offer up his best and 
dearest to his God, nothing more pathetic than the delusion that he must 
first slay the thing he offers—whether it be his first-born in the flames of 
Moloch or his reason at the altar of Christ.” 

‘ Now as to my belief in the Apostle^ Cixad. You say in your 
letter that while there is rightly all^SfliDerty or interpretation, “to 
call that interpretation which is, in fact, denial, is a misuse of lan¬ 
guage.” May I venture to apply this sentence to an article of the 
Creed which we both recite ? “I believe. . . , He descended into 
Hell”? “Hell” is, of course, the old English equivalent of the 
word inferos or inferna, “the lower parts,” which the Latin Creed 
employs here. “Lower parts of what?” You are as well aware as 
I what the words meant to the framers of the Creed, The Church 
inherited a Rabbinic eschatology, based upon a geocentric conception 
of the universe, according to which the spirit of a man at death went 
down at a right angle to the plane of the middle of the earth. It was 
universally believed by the early Christians that at death Christ went 
to this locality. It is sufficient to remind you of St. Paul’s words to 
the Ephesians: “he that ascended, what is it but he also descended 
into the lower parts of the earth?” Now I plead guilty, not only 
to an interpretation of this statement, but to one which involves a 
denial of the fact therein .stated. I am as sure as that I am writing 
these words that there is no such place at a given depth below the 
surface of the earth, to which the spirits of men go after death. 
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Christ did not go there, for the place does not exist. Would I be in 
-error if I assumed that you .heartily endorsed me in this particular 
matter? Perhaps, however, you will reply that the Protestant 
Episcopal Church, by her permission to use as an alternative for 

■“heir’ “the place of departed spirits,” thereby defines this place 
to be other than a locality under the earth. If this contention be true 
in fact, then I must answer that our Church by such interpretation 
has in reality denied the fact which the Creed affirms to be true. 
From your point of view, could a single portion of the Church law¬ 
fully do this? And how would this harmonize with your statement 
that “to call that interpretation, which is in fact denial, is a misuse 

of lang language 
‘ Can I be rightly said to disbelieve the Creed because I have 

come to see that its language here is wholly symbolic? I venture to 
think that I cannot. The clause was inserted, perhaps to attest the 
reality of Christ’s death, and to affirm that He had a true human 
spirit. It would be superfluous to say that I believe this. I differ 
from the framers of the Creed in this particular only hi their 
eschatology, which was an inheritance from Rabbinic Judaism, and 
which the Spirit of God has shown us to be erroneous. If I am 
right in thinking you agree with me in this particular, do we not 
■both, not simply interpret, but in our interpretation deny a fact which 
the Creed affirms to have occurred? And do we think that we are 
thereby disloyal to the .Creed? Do we not rightly feel that we are 
endeavoring to affirm the essential idea .which the framers of the 
Creed, with less perfect knowledge, were endeavoring to set forth? 
And we both will continue to affirm that Christ at his death passed 
into the .world of spirit, and not into a locality below the surface 
of the earth, and tffis even though the Creed avers the latter, and 
though the Bishop a few years ago solemnly stated that “fixity of 

interpretation is of the essence of the Creeds.” 
‘ With this quotation I should like to compare the formal verdict 

of the Bishop of Oxford last year in the case of the Rev. Mr. Major, 
a Clergyman of the Church of England. But before reciting this may 
I recall the fact that a doctrinal judgment in the Church of England 
is applicable to our own Communion, inasmuch as our Book of Com¬ 
mon Prayer states that “this church is far from intending to depart 
from the Church of England in any essential point of doctrme, dis¬ 
cipline or worship”? Mr. Major was “cited” before the Bishop of 
Oxford on the charge that he denied the resurrection of the body. 
Replying to the charge at the demand of Tifs" Sfshftp,' the,, accused, 
in a lengthy written statement, expounded historically, first, the mean¬ 
ing of the clause as held by Christians at ithe time it was inserted 
into the Creed, and as believed by the Church until the middle of the 
nineteenth century. There was no possible ambiguity about the 
Church’s belief. The original language of the Creed read, not “body” 
but “flesh,” sometimes “this flesh”; and with the exception of some 
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Alexandrian theologians, practically all Christians through the cen¬ 
turies believed that at the final judgment the actual fleshly body of 
the individual would be resuscitated. This teaching Mr. Major 
formally, and in language admitting of .no ambiguity whatever, 
repudiated. That is, in interpreting this article of the Creed he 
definitely denied the fact which the Creed affirmed. In so doing he 
claimed the fight to retain and exercise his ministry in the Church of 
England. As you are aware, the three Professors of Divinity in the 
University of Oxford, to whom as “Inquisitors” ithe bishop submitted 
his reply, severally supported his contention, and with this the 
bishop, in his formal judgment, .concurred. You are further aware 
that the appeal of .the plaintiff to the Archbishop of Canterbury 
entirely failed. i, 

‘ I submit that In this case we have the judgment of the highest 
authority of the Anglican Communion that “fixity of interpretation 
is not of the essence of the Creeds,” and that interpretation, if in the 
light of the ever-growing Truth, may even, without disloyalty to the 
essential ideas underlying the words of the Creed, involve denial of a 
creedal statement. Surely there is no disloyalty here. The framers 
of the Creed were setting forth the most fundamental of all beliefs 
involved in the very acceptance of the idea of God; namely, that 
the personality of man survives the dissolution of his [physical organ¬ 
ism. In the absence of all biological knowledge, and with ,the 
inheritance of an apocalyptic eschatology, how else could they declare 
this tremendous truth than by affirming the literal resuscitation and 
reassembling of the particles of which our bodies are /composed? 
Should we demand of them a knowledge of cell chemistry which was 
not [made known to man until modern times? You and I know that 
among the trillions o£,cells which compose our organism are particles 
of germinal matter once forming portions of thousands lof human 
bodies of the past. Shall we criticize Christians of a former day 
because they were unaware of this fact? On the other hand, loyalty 
to Him who (is the Author of Truth demands that with the phrase¬ 
ology of venerable formularies we correlate the vast stores of new 
truth which God is ever revealing; and that, when necessary, we 
explain their phraseology in the light of such new knowledge. 

‘ It is in this sense, then, that I would look lat the early Roman 
baptismal symbol which we call the Apostles’ Creed. I desire ever 
to probe beneath its words to its ideas; to interpret the unchanging 
truths of religion which its framers endeavored to set forth in the 
light .of the accumulating stores of knowledge given by that Spirit 
•whom Christ promised would continually guide the Church into 
all the truth. Must I abandon my ministry and be ejected from the 
Church I love in ,order to do this? 

’ I pass now to my belief in Jesus Qirist our Lord. From my 
heart I believe that Jesus is the Portrait of the Invisible God, the 
perfect revelation of my heavenly Father. When I ask myself “What 
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is God like?” I can only answer, “He is like Jesus,” and hence I 
can make my own the words “He that hath seen Me hath seen the 
Father.” But I cannot make my own either Platonist or Aristo'telian 
explanations of the metaphysical relationship between our Lord and 
the Father. I do not know what that metaphysical relationship may 
be. and I know that no one else on earth knows. For that revelation 
we must all alike wait for the clear light of the other world, and be 
content to say while here with St. Paul. “Now I know in part”; “I 
count not myself yet to have apprehended.” The Church in every 
age of its checkered career has endeavoured .to express anew, with 
the best thought and philosophy .of its day. thi's relationship. But 
from the nature of the ,case it is impossible precisely to define the 
indefinable. It is easy to .say, “Jesus is God”—alas! too easy. 
Such an affirmation, when we try to think through its meaning, brings * 
us at once into the arid region of discarded metaphysical thought; in 
which, during the endeavor to keep clear the subtle meaning of 
such terms as Ousia. Hypostasis and Persona, it is well nigh impos¬ 
sible to avoid the Scylla ot “dividing the Substance” without making 
shipwreck upon the Charybdis of “confounding the Persons.” It is 
so remote, either from the teaching of ,Christ, or from the hunger of 
the world for God to-day. It is much more in accordance with the 
Gospel to realize ,with St. Paul, that “God was in Christ, reconciling 
the world unto himself.” and to have as the ideal of one’s life the 
mystical thought of the same great Apostle: “I live, yet no longer 
I, but Christ liveth in me; and the life which I now .live in the flesh, 
I live by faith in the Son of God, who loved me and gave himself for 
me.” I would endorse the words of the Rev. C. E. Raven, a clergy¬ 
man of the Church of,England, and until recently,,Dean of Emmanuel 
College. Cambridge, who in a sermon before the University of Cam¬ 
bridge a year ago spoke as follows: 

‘ “We search the writings (of the orthodox traditionalists of to-day) 
to find the bread of life, for which the.world is hungering. And we find, 
alas! that it should be so, only the stones of ancient formularies, the scorpions 
of ancient superstitions. Take one instance. Nothing is more obviously 
vital than the restatement of the doctrine of the Incarnation. Biology and 
psychology have profoundly modified the whole content of the words God 
and man. Critical science has recovered for us a fresh portrait of Jesus, 
and yet the heirs of Catholicism have hitherto only given us treatises based 
upon the historical accuracy of the Fourth Gospel and couched in terms of 
the question-begging formula of Chalcedon.” 

‘ And I gladly make my own the weighty v/ords of another 
Anglican clergyman, the late Henry Barclay Swete, D.D., Regius 

'Professor of Divinity in the University of Cambridge. In his pre¬ 
face to The Cambridge Theological Essays Jie says: 

“There is room in theology for the new as well as for the old, and 
each age, as it passes, must contribute to the store and not merely preserve 
and pass it on. . . . The times have moved on, bringing new workers, new facts, 
new ideas, glimpses even of whole fields of thought unknown to us then; and 
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room must be found for these in our theology as well as in other departments 
of study. It is no disloyalty to the past to endeavour to keep pace with the 
present, or prepare for a future which is already coming into sight. Theo¬ 
logians above all men are tempted to regard what is novel as suspect or even 
self-condemned; does not the Queen of Sciences teach eternal and unchanging 
truth? Was not the faith, it will be asked, once for all delivered to the saints? 
But those who urge this plea forget that there is another point of view which 
is not to be overlooked. If there are things new, as well as things old in 
the store of the spiritual householder, it is his duty to give prominence to 
each of these aspects of truth in its own place. The New Covenant, no longer 
new in point of time, possesses what the Old Covenant lacked, an inherent 
power of presenting itself in fresh lights, and of developing points of contact 
with the latest revelations of human knowledge. The Logos, as an _ early 
Christian writer has finely said, though He was of old, even from the beginning 
manifested Himself anew at the Incarnation, and is evermore being born 
into a fresh, young life in the hearts of the saints; through her progressive 
realization of the Christ, the Church is enabled continually to renew the 
vitality of her early days, while there are epochs in her long history when 
the Eternal Truth appears with the startling freshness of a great spiritual 
discovery. Such an epoch, answering to an age of rapid progress in other 
branches of knowledge, may be dawning upon us now, and it is not for us to 
follow the example of the Scribes of our Lord’s time by overlooking or mis¬ 
reading the signs of the time. The disciples of the Word dare not turn 
away from any of the teachings of God in nature or in history because they 
may be thought to involve a reconstruction of some of their cherished beliefs. 

‘As I read the scathing denunciations of many of ,my clerical 
brethren, who have rushed into print ere,I have had opportunity even 
‘to iframe my reply to you, I am reminded of some sober words of 
Bishop pore in a j^ook which last Lent you commended to the 

diocese: 

‘ “It is pitiful to see how many there are among the professed ministers 
of Christ who, in an hour of popular discussion of some vital truth, are 
proved by their perplexity or dismaj', or by their uninstructed denunciations, 
never to have thought at all seriously or deeply about the most momentous 
questions.” 

‘ The newspapers, by their headlines and editorials, have in many 
cases already judged me and pronounced me guilty because I said 
in my sermon two Sundays ago. in speaking of Christ-in His earthly 
life, “Very few clergymen to-day, who have been educated in the 
large Universities—by which I mean places where science as well 
as classics and mathematics are taught—accept the idea that Jesus 
had the power of God.” But surely this is only what our Lord 
Himself, in well-attested sayings from our earliest sources of His 
life, clearly affirms; and it is also what His earliest Evangelist affirms. 
Thus, St. Mark says, with reference to a visit to Nazareth, that 
“He could there do no mighty work .(elsewhere this term is usually 

translated ' miracle’)•'• ■ and He marvelled because of their un¬ 
belief ” Here it is clearly stated that Jesus was unable to do a 
particular thing, and that he expressed surprise over a condition 
which he had not anticipated. If St. Mark, writing about 68 
had 'thought 'that Jesus then possessed the power of God, do you 



seriously think that he could possibly have written tWs of Him? 
Or if he had thought of Him in terms of, let us say, the Cnakedoiitan 
Definition of the Faitt in the fifth century, could he possibly have 

written it of Him? . . „ , 
' A later Evangelist, “The unknown Palestinian Disciple, who 

compiled the Gospel according to St. Matthczv, evidently from the 
same fear, so freely expressed recently by a portion of the public ra 
our newspapers, could not write it of Him. For he re-wrote _ the 
passage, completely deleting the ideas of inability or surprise. He 
did not many mighty works there because of their unbelief. And 
this later Evangelist fo'Mows the same procedure throughout his 
document, either by re-writing or omitting a given section in tas 
source. There is no bdtter attested passage in the Gospels than that 
in St. Mark x, 17. A man asks Jesus, “Good Master, wnat shall i 
do that I may inherit eternal life?” And He answers, Why callest 
tliou me good ? None is good, save one, God.” What does St. 
"‘Matthew” do with this passage? In his desire to avoid ^the dis- 
claimer he re-writes it, so that the question becomes, Master, 

wiiat good thing shall I do that I may have eternal life? And the 
answer is, “Why askest thou me concerning that which is good? 
One there is Who is good." Now every scholar in the world knows 
which of these two forms is the original. Every professor m your 
seminary on Chelsea Square will tell you that it is St. Mark s. Am 
I to be asked either to, withdraw my statement above or else leave 

the Church I love because I believe St. Mark s Gospel here in 
many another instance, rather than what, in company with evm 
such conservative scholars as Bishop Gore, I know to be a seconda^ 
source? There can be no doubt, in the light of modern scholarly 
research, that in the above particulars St. Matthew’s Gospd 
sents the beginning of that process of dehumanizing our Lord, which 

reaches its full fruition in the Middle Ages. 
‘ With such understanding as I have, I am sure that m some sense 

there was in Jesus an Incarnation of Deity. My ei^ire spiritual ex¬ 
perience makes clear to me that His revelation of God is absolutely 
unique; that He is, as I said above, the very Portrait of the Father. 
But how this was accomplished is to me, from the nature oi the case, 
a wholly speculative question, as to which I know nothing. It may 
have been, as with the assistance of Greek philosophy the author ot 
the Fourth Gospel expresses it, by the overshadowing Word, or 
“Reason” of God; or it may have been in one of the hundred other 
wavs that later Christians have tried to^ picture it. But I am a^o 
sure because the historic records of His hfe tell me plmnly, that 
He was also perfectly human, with apparently the limitations ot 
other human beings. If this be not true, and if while on eartn He 
possessed the power of God, could He—to mention but a single 
illustration—have prayed to God, as so often He is pictured m the 

(^spels as doing? Is it not unthinkable that God can pray to God. 
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Would it not be truer to say, with the author of the Epistle to the- 
Hebrews, that "He learned obedience by the things which He 
suflFered”? 

‘ But in thinking of what is called the Deity of Christ, mere intel¬ 
lectual assent or attempted abstract accuracy seems to me to have 
little value in comparison with ethical allegiance to His teaching. 
I cannot forget that, according to St. James, the devils have a most 
accurate intellectual bdief as to the nature of God; a belief, how¬ 
ever, which in his estimation, in no wise adds to their moral growth. 
Nearer the ideal and teaching of our Lord, it seems to me, as His 
ideal and teaching are expressed in our earliest sources, is the 
thought of the Rev. C. F. Russell, Hulsean Lecturer in the Anglican 
Communion, who, following the ethical conception of the Incarna¬ 
tion so nobly expressed by Athanasius, says: 

'“Who is it that believes to-day in the Divinity of Christ? Is it not the 
man whose whole soul goes out in unresevving acceptance of the supremacy 
of love? Such a definition would include many who do not assume the 
name of Christian; many who, because they stumble at the creeds, would 
feel, and might even be told, that they had no place at a Christian Eucharist; 
many who within the last few years have fought and died for an ideal, for 
the love of country, for the love of comrades, and yet have stood resolutely 
outside the Churches. Can we doubt that such men acknowledge the Divinity 
of Christ in the only way in which He could Himself wish such acknowledg¬ 
ment to be made the test of discipleship? The majesty of love has them 
in thrall. 

‘ “There is a negative side to our conclusion as well. However loudly 
and clearly a man may recite the creed, he does not really believe this great 
doctrine of the faith if he does not consciously accept the supremacy of love, 
■whether as revealing the nature of God or as constituting the ^ ideal and 
principle of true human life. The man who_ honestly thinks that in the_ last 
resort force is mightier than love, whether it be in the affairs of individual 
men or of nations, does not believe in the Divinity of Christ. The man who 
deliberately values wealth above opportunity of service, whether for himself 
or for his friends, does not believe in the Divinity of Christ. In a word, we 
deny that He is Divine whenever we set anything save love on the throne of 
the universe or of the individual heart.” 

‘ I trust, dear Bishop Mannnng, that I have clearly answered your 
letter and that you will believe my words to be without conscious 
equivocation or mental reservation of any kind whatever. What I 
have written is taught publicly by great numbers of clergymen in 
the Anglican Communion, including not a few Bishops and probably 
the majority of her most illustrious scholars, it would have been a 
simple matter to multiply quotations from representative Anglican 
teachers. But perhaps sufficient for our purpose have been cited. 
If at any time I may have seemed to have expressed myself crudely, 

I sincerely regret it. 

‘ In conclusion I would say ex animo with St. Paul, that "the 
Lord {Le., the Christ of experience) is the Spirit.” Might I venture 
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to add the conclusion of his sentence, “Where the Spirit of the Lord 

is there is liberty” ? ’ 

Very faithfully 3'ours, Percy Stickney Grant. 

' My dear Grant ; 

‘ I have received your letter of January 25 and have read it with 
vreat care. In my former letter I called your attention to the fact 
that in your recent sermons you gave the impression to the Church, 
and to the public generally, that you denied the miraculous elements 
of the Gospel, and that you no longer believed in the power and God¬ 

head of our Lord Jesus Christ. 

‘ In view of the wide concern and scandal to the Church, caused 
by your utterances, I called upon you to correct in clear and unmis¬ 
takable language the impression of your unbelief which you had 
given, reminding you at the same time that if you could not ron- 
scient'iously declare your belief in the Christian faith as contained 
ill the Apostle's Creed, as to which my conference with you had not 
reassured me, your only honourable course would be to withdraw 
from the Ministry of this Church, whose commission you hold as 

one of her authorized official teachers. 

‘ Your letter in reply is a modification of your former utterances, 
but I am sorry to say that it does not remove the doubt which you 
yourself created as to your belief in Jesus Christ as God and Saviour. 
Your letter is written in terms which are vague and of doubtful mean¬ 

ing, and not in terms which are clear and direct. 

' The real issue which you have raised by your own utterances is 
whether you believe that Jesus Christ is Lord and God, for if you do 
not so believe it is plain that you cannot, with self-respect or with 
freedom to express your real convictions, continue-to hold your place 
as a minister of a Church whose whole life and teaching is founded 

on this belief. 

‘ It is this faith in the Lord Jesus Christ which you refrain from 
clearly expressing in your letter. You rather confirm the impression 
that you do not so believe, but you do not say so plainly and defi¬ 
nitely. The terms in which you express your faith in Christ are all 
of them terms which may be used, and are used, by teachers who 
definitely deny His Deity. There is no statement in your letter which 
indicates any belief on youi° part in Jesus Christ, the Eternal Son oi 

God, the Second Person of the Holy Trinity. 

‘ The suggestion that young men of intellect and vigour will be 
repelled from the ministry if they 'are required to believe the Faith ot 
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the Church is irrelevant. . . . What may well repel young men of 
high character and sound mind is any doubt as to the sincerity with 
which the ministers of the Church believe and teach the Gospel which 
they have pledged themselves to teach. 

‘ I do not -wish to say anything that is unnecessary or that is 
needlessly severe, but, in viev/ to your reply to my letter, it is ni}^ duty 
to tell you truthfully what the situation is in which you have placed 
yourself before the Church. This is not an isolated incident. It does 
not stand alone. For years past your words and actions have given 
grave concern to the bishops of this diocese, and to the Church. By 
your advocacy of easy divorce you have shown your contempt for the 
law and the teaching of the Church of which you are a minister. In 
terms offensive and shocking to Christian believers you have cast 
doubts upon the teachings, the services and the Sacraments of your 
Church as you did in your recent sermons. By your own utterances 
you have seemed to the Church to deny the essential Faith for which 
she stands. The suggestion that this is a difference between ‘ low 
Church ’ and ‘ high Church ’ is merely an attempt to confuse and 
obscure the true point at issue. There is here no mere issue between 
parties in the Church. The real issue is that of belief in the power 
and Godhead of Jesus Christ, and here all parties in the Church are 

at one. 

‘Let me, then, state clearly the reason why you are not brought 
to trial so that no one can misunderstand the Church in this matter: 

‘You are not brought to trial because your letter in response to 
mine is vague and ambiguous, instead of clear and explicit. Your 
statements are so phrased that they cast doubt upon the Church’s 
essential Faith and imply your own disbelief in it while not fully and 
clearly stating this. Even though the Faith of the Church may vir¬ 
tually be denied and doubt cast upon her most essential belief, a court 
ought to be convened only when this denial is in terms that are clear 
and free from ambiguity. You therefore stand in this position; You 
have, by your own utterances, caused grave doubt in the mind of the 
Church at large as to your belief in the Deity of our Lord Jesus 
Christ. You have been given opportunity to remove this doubt. l>ut 
you have not done so. You have made your reply to me in words 
which fail to make clear your belief in this essential truth. There, 

fonthe present, the matter rests.’ 

Sincerely yours, 

William T. Manning. 

New York, February 10, 1923. 



WHAT IS THE BIBI^E jCNION DOING?” 

(Rev. W. R. Williams, who has b^BIr acting in the place of Miss S. J. 
Garland as Chairman of the Bible Committee, recently passed through Shanghai 
on his way to a well-earned furlough. He left with us the manuscript of the 
article below, combining suggestions as to what Bible Union members might do 
with some brief mention of what is being done along the line of this program 
item.) 

At the time of the organization of the Bible Union it was 

the dream of some of its promoters that every one of its members 

be definitely committed to help carry out one or more of its 

program items. The more nearly we can approach that ideal the 

greater the force which the Union will wield in evangelizing this 

land and establishing the church on enduring foundations. The 

Bible Committee of the Union seeks “to promote the circulation, 

reading, Snd study of the Bible, trusting that its Divine Author 

will use this Movement as a testimony to its integrity and 

authority.” 

Now it is obvious that this item of the Union’s program 

can be carried into effect only by a united effort of a large part 

of the membership. How, then, are we to do it? Specifically, 

what are some of the best methods of obtaining a wider circulation, 

reading and study of the Bible? For some months members of 

the Bible Committee have been working together in an effort to 

answer these questions. The object of this paper is to set down 

as concisely as possible some of the suggestions and experiences 

which have come to the writer’s knowledge and which, he believes, 

may prove a help to others. 

CIRCULATION OF TKS SCRIPTURES. 

A vast and almost untilled field of labor lies before us here. 

The several Bible societies have been the pioneers. Here and 

there a colporteur is engaged in distributing and selling Bibles, 

Testaments, or portions of Scripture. Many of the church 

members and enquirers and most of the older students in our 

Christian schools possess a copy of the Scriptures. But to China 

generally the Bible is still a little known book. 

We need to advertise the Bible more. Writing from North 

Kiangsu, Mrs. James R. Graham says, “I am more and more 



Mmdanientalists Invade i^utliem Baptists 

f Southern Baptists are now facing the divisive issues which 
have proven so disturbing to other evangelical denominations. 
At the convention in Kansas City, Missouri, last week they were 
for the first time conironted by an aggressive fundamentalist 
bloc. The Baptist Bible Union held mass meetings in a big 
tent just preceding the convention. President E. Y. Mullins, 
who was reelected for another year, warned members of the 
union that premillennialism would never be made a test of 
fellowship in the convention even though they had adopted a 
premillennialist creed in the big tent. Dr. Mullins also ad¬ 
ministered a warning to the modernists in the denomination, 
who are a much smaller group. 

Like most of the denominations which have had big drives 
for money the denomination is in financial difficulties. The 
total of $75,000,000 should be in hand by the end of this year, 
but only $44,000,000 has been actually paid in. Many of-^ie 
addresses were"^evoted to the task of whipping up the flagging 
loyalties of the 3,200 delegates^for the task of getting in ;^e 
remainder of the money. 



Religious Perl>!exU{es. By L. t. j<n.*va, 
D.D.; LL.D., D.Litt. New Yorkt 
George H. Doran Co., 1923. Pp. 92. 

In the three brilliant essays contained 
In this little volume Principal Jacks, edi¬ 
tor of The Hibbert Journal, has given us 
his philosophy of apologetics. With the 
“will-to-disbelieve” inherent In every man 

he has no quarrel. It is as necessary a 
part of his equipment as the will-to- 
believe. It is “a weapon of defense, a 

protection against deceivers, never more 
useful than when engaged in exposing 
shams, fraud and cant practiced in the 
name of religion”. There can be no such 
thing for any of us as getting rid of 

religious perplexities, but we can change 
their nature from things that depress us 
into things that exalt us. Hence the 
futility of applying “carnal logic” (ad¬ 

mirable for carnal purposes) to divine 
things—of trying to employ the half-born 
logic of the unconverted reason to solve 
once for all our doubts. Such an attempt 

sacrifices the higher logic of the spirit to 
the lower logic of the senses. Faith 

and reason are not opposed. Faith is 
neither a substitute for reason nor an 

addition to it. It is nothing else than 
reason grown courageous, raised to its 

highest level. There is a hero and a 
coward in the breast of every man. Each 
of the pair has a logic of his own. CX 
all points which involve self-interest and 
safety the coward, judged by the stan¬ 

dards of what passes muster as logic, is 
a better reasoner than the hero. But the 

hero, though he has less to say for him¬ 

self, is nearer the fountain head of Rea¬ 

son. He affirms, “I will base my life on 
■ the assumption that somewhere, in the 

height above or in the depth below, Power 
is waiting to back me up. That Power, 

if I find it, shall be my God. Is it not 
reasonable to suppose that, if it exists, it 

will find some means of making me aware 

. of its presence? That then will be my 

[ experiment, and I will abide by the re- 
* suit.” Principal Jacks concludes: “A per¬ 

son who reasons with himself in this 

manner is taking the most practical, and 
the wisest means I know of to determine 

the question whether God exists. For my 

own part I should view his experiment 

with hope proportioned to his sincerity. 
Frankly I should expect him to make a 

discovery of the Living God as a reality, 

as-a companion, as a friend. Whether to 

the reality, companion, friend so discov¬ 

ered he gave the name ‘God’ or some 

other name I should not regard as a 
matter of supreme importance. If he 

chose to call it Christ or more simply 

‘The Spirit’ I should not quarrel with 

him. The discovery is far too momentous 

to be imperilled for a name. Its value 

lies not in its name but in its reality.” 
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The Baptists at Atlantic City 

[S!Mb pigs la £«7&tod to a waekl? l»»9r :acG?iiag 
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The one place to go in these days if one wants real ex¬ 

citement is to one of the national church conventions. 

The political conventions are pale, drab, barren beside 

them. 1 met a friend yesterday who had just returned from 

the Presbyterian General Assembly at Indianapolis and he 

burst forth; “1 never had such a good time in my life!” 

But he went on to say, however, that when one really stopped 

to think about it, it was a very serious matter. The more 

time devoted to Dr. Fosdick and Mr. Bryan and his evolu¬ 

tion childishness, and the more time devoted by both Presby¬ 

terians and Baptists to discussing “fundamentalism,” the 

less time there was for considering the larger work for the 

Kingdom of God. (I think I found some men at Atlantic 

City yesterday who were much more concerned in getting a 

victory for the Fundamentalist party than they were over 

the expansion of the religious activities of the really great 

Baptist Church of America.) I came to Atalantic City with 

the vivid newspaper account in my hand of how Dr. John 

Roach Straton arose in the Convention on the occasion of 

President Faunce delivering the opening address and de¬ 

manded that Dr, Faunce be prohibited from speaking, and 

even be asked to leave the speakers’ platform. (By the time 

I had arrived here the version was that Dr. Straton had de¬ 

manded that Dr. Faunce be thrown into the sea.) I had 

been invited to speak and I began to get timid. I began to 

mistrust my Baptist friends. However, I discovered when 

I arrived here that the event v/as not so exciting as pic¬ 

tured. Dr. Straton was simply exercising his parliamentary 

right as a delegate to protest against anyone speaking and 

giving his reasons. He thinks President Faunce is a Thomas 

Paine, Robert G. Ingersoll and George Bernard Show rolled 

into one, with leaning toward K. G. Wells. It was just too 

much for Dr. Straton. and he leaped to the floor and pro¬ 

tested. The conference should have simply let him protest 

and sit down. Instead of that, many of the delegates, hav¬ 

ing been keyed up to a rather high pitch of nerves by rumors 

that the Fundamentalists were in an invasive mood and had 

come prepared to take the Convention by force, booed and 

hissed, and there was considerable excitement for a while. 

Finally President Faunce was allowed to proceed, and up to 

this moment no deaths as a result of the address have been 

reported and no one even seems to have lost his faith. 

I did find upon my arrival that there was a very deter¬ 

mined effort upon the part of the Fundamentalist group to 

put through a resolution to the effect that the Baptist boards 

be allowed to accept large sums of money to which theologi¬ 

cal tests were attached. Nothing could be more disastrous 

than this. Think of some wealthy man with a very peculiar, 

individualistic creed leaving a million dollars to the Foreign 

Missionary Board with the condition attached to the gift that 

it be spent for teaching his particular theology! The Con¬ 

vention recognized the danger, many even of the Fundamen¬ 

talists included, and finally passed the following resolution, 

which has brought about a better understanding between the’ 

two camps than has existed for some time: 

“I. A large degree of liberty must be left to all our mis¬ 

sionary, benevolent and educational organizations which re¬ 

ceive and administer denominational funds. With such a 

wide and varied constituency, and with such complex needs 

to be met, it is necessary to trust the judgment of the men 

and women who constitute the management of our societies. 

In the exercise of liberty, due regard must be given, on the 

one hand, to the demand of loyalty to fundamental Baptist 

doctrines and to the integrity of workers. On the other hand, 

we must always insure the complete freedom of our boards, 

executive officers, missionaries and other representatives _ 

from subjection to formal creedal tests. 

“2. While recognizing the right and freedom of any indi¬ 

vidual to proffer a gift to our societies or boards for use in 

our denominational enterprises with such specifications as 

may seem desirable to the donor, we nevertheless recommend 

that the Convention advise all donors to trust the loyalty and 

integrity of our respective societies and boards and to make 

their gifts to our denominational enterprises without doc¬ 

trinal conditions. And we furthermore recommend that the 

Convention advise the officers and managers of our socie¬ 

ties and boards to make clear to donors desiring to attach 

doctrinal conditions to their gifts the difficulty of adminis¬ 

tering such bequests and the danger of embarrassing entan¬ 

glements. 
“We express the hope that the spirit of mutual confidence 

through which Baptists have been so greatly blessed in the 

past may continue to abide with us. We stand together fac¬ 

ing a world which needs our ministry of faith and love. 

Our program of advance at home and abroad calls for our 

united strength. In common devotion to Jesus Christ as 

Saviour and Lord let us finish the work which He has given 

us to do.” 
A group of the Fundamentalists have put out a statement 

demanding that the preachers displaying “modernist” ten- 

fold, where they belong, but it was not put officially before 

the Convention. The Convention, the four days I have been 

here, has been considering with great zeal, harmony and in¬ 

telligence the big tasks before the Church: evangelism, 

transforming the social and industrial order, missions, home 

and foreign, education and international good-will. The 

report of the General Board of Promotion was received 

with great enthusiasm and revealed remarkable growth and 

expansion of work along all the above mentioned lines. The 

only difference of opinion that has been manifested has 

been over the question as to whether there was enough “de¬ 

mocracy” in the conduct of denominational affairs. 

A future denominational program was presented and won 

hearty and enthusiastic endorsement, seemingly unanimous, 

(Coiiiwued on page 703) 
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Japan and the Japanese. We need to interpret her recent 

years of militaristic developement and aggression in the 

light of Occidental militarism and aggression. Our people 

need to understand Japan’s problems. Insight and sympathy 

are called for. We need to help our people to realize that 

Japanese militarism was the inevitable and necessary re¬ 

sponse to Western militarism. We need also to see and to 

say that the whole world should now turn a sharp corner; 

that militarism both in the West and in the East should be 

given up completely. By thus cultivating a better under¬ 

standing of Japan we can do much to strengthen the hands 

of Japan’s liberal leaders, and also help to create a better 

world to live in.” 

DR. GILROY ON UNITED PROTESTANTISK IN PANAMA 

Dr. W. E. Gilroy, editor of “The Congregationalist,” re¬ 

cently visited the Panama Canal Zone and came to the fol¬ 

lowing conclusions after observing the work of the United 

Protestant Church: Four great ends, it seems to me, may 

we hope to accomplish by worthy support of the Union 

Protestant enterprise in the Panama Canal Zone: (i) To 

help to maintain wholesome Christian influences for mem¬ 

bers of American churches who, with their families, are 

permanently located on the Canal, and at the same time serve 

the larger constituency of those whose stay is more transi¬ 

tory, but who live around the Zone long enough to be per¬ 

manently influenced for good or evil. (2) To build up moral 

safeguards and spiritual influences where thousands of 

American soldiers and sailors will always be located, and 

where all the allurements of evil are flagrant. (3) To set in 

an environment where Romanism has meant superstition and 

ignorance some worthy example of what Protestant Chris¬ 

tianity can effect. It is a strategic missionary opportunity. 

(4) To set alongside the Canal, which is the most unique 

monument to American genius for organization and for the 

conquest of difficulties, some worthy expression of the genius 

of American religion. Where rulers, soldiers, business men 

and engineers have thought in hundreds of millions, the 

Christian Church ought to think at least in terms of tens of 

thousands. It will be to the lasting shame of the Protes¬ 

tant Churches of America if a strip of land destined, pos¬ 

sibly, to be the most important upon the whole earth’s sur¬ 

face, and for which this country has assumed financial, po¬ 

litical and military responsibility, lacks adequate provision 

for the institutions and services of religion; and it will be 

unfortunate if in any sense the Christian Church is left to 

lag behind at a time and in a place of such amazing op- 

A “BIBLE MISSIONARY TRUST” 

An organized attempt is being made by a small but de¬ 

termined group of men to force the missionary and benevo¬ 

lent societies of England to toe the line (or. rather, their 

line) in regard to the interpretation of the Bible, on pain of 

withdrawal of financial support. A form of cheque has 

been drawn up, and books of these 'forms are actually on 

sale, and this cheque ingeniously provides for the signing of 

a creed before the cheque can be cashed. This creed affirms 

OF TO-DAY 

that all criticism which questions the full inspiration and 

divine authority of the Bible is “evil.” The same body 

which issues this book of cheque forms now, on the grounds 

of “faithful stewardship,” appeals to every church con¬ 

tributing money for the spread of the Gospel to use this 

form of cheque or adopt some similar method to ascertain 

the attitude towards “destructive” criticism of the Bible of 

the societies which in the ordinary course would be sup¬ 

ported. A further step has now been taken in the formation 

of the “Bible Missionary Trust,” which has been estab¬ 

lished “in response to widely expressed desires, to receive 

and administer the gifts of the Lord’s people of all denomi¬ 

nations who desire to help as far as possible such missionaries 

as may have to leave their societies through loyalty to God, 

to His only begotten Son our Lord Jesus Christ, and to the 

whole Bible as His fully inspired Word. . . . Where no 

wish is expressed, all monies will be apportioned by the 

Trust for the furtherance of the pure Gospel of the grace of 

God and for the extension ol the Kingdom of onr Lord 

Jesus Christ through such channels and in such ways as may 

be deemed expedient.” The members of the Trust have pre¬ 

pared a creed, or "doctrinal basis,” and, having signed such 

basis themselves, declare tnat they will support as mission¬ 

aries ^nly such persons as sign it, and wTio solemnly affirm 

that they sincerely believe It and'vvill teach in full accord¬ 

ance with it. Furthermore, the said basis is to be signed, 

not once for all, but once every year. One reason assigned 

for the establishriient of this new Trust is that “the present 

spread of modernism in the mission field is causing much 

distress and anxiety to many supporters of missions who are 

determined not to participate knowingly in the spread of un¬ 

proved theories that are destroying belief in the Bible as the 

divinely inspired and infallible Word of God.” Gifts sent 

to the Trust will be- disbursed "for the support only of such 

work and workers as are loyal to the Bible, to the Lord 

Jesus Christ and to His Gospel.” Attention may well be 

drawn to the following significant resolution of the National 

Missionary Council of India: "That this Council draws at¬ 

tention to the harm that is done by missionaries of narrow 

sympathies and outlook, and requests boards to pay due re¬ 

gard to this both in the preparation, appointment and reten¬ 

tion of missionaries.” 

- 

The War Department is undertaking considerable pub¬ 

licity work. The Secretary of War has sent out recently a 

letter addressed to representatives of various religious de¬ 

nominations in which he writes: "In keeping with the nation¬ 

wide sentiment for a quickened interest in the fundamentals 

of religion, a representative board of chaplains of the Army 

of the United States has been directed to meet at Washing¬ 

ton, June 6-8, 1923, to devise ways for magnifying the place 

of religion in the Army, to consider plans for a more inten¬ 

sive program of moral training for soldiers, to develop com¬ 

munity contracts and to recommend those activities which 

will strengthen the religious program for regular army posts 

and stations, and safeguard young men who enter the various 

training camps.” May the type of religion which is brought 

to the mqn in the Army be virile and very real. May it 

recognize all the facts of life and that God, the Creator, is 

behind them all! 



REPLIES TO ATTACK 

ON MISSION SOCIETY 

Never Refused to Investigate^ 

Charges Against Missionaries, 
•Jz> 

lin, For¬ 

eign Secretary of the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society, replied yester¬ 
day. to the attack made on the society 
by the Rev. Dr. John Roach Straton. 

jpaaJor of Calvary Baptist Church, and 
other xmembera of the Baptist Funda- 
mentaU^t League of New York and Vi¬ 
cinity. 'Their charge was that many of 
the foreign missionaries were not sound 
In the Baptist faith. The Fundamental¬ 
ists maile their charges before the so- 
otety at a meeting Thursday evening. 
They '"sked to have the files opened, but 
this'Was refused. 

Neither the Board of Managers of 
the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society nor its officers' council has ever 
declined to give any one a hearing who 
wished to make a statement -regarding 
its work or its missionaries,” said Dr. 
Franklin. " Nor have we ever refused 
to investigate any charges which were 
preferred In written and defihlte form 
together with the source of information. 
We always stand ready to follow’ that 
course. 

" Since early in May we have repeat¬ 
edly advised representatives of the Fun¬ 
damentalist League of New York and 
Vicinity to present In written form any 
charges that they desire to make with 
reference to any missionary or any of¬ 
ficer of our society. 

■■ Our board knows lu missionaries 
end has the fullest confidence in them. 
The results of our work have never 
been fnore encouraging than they are at 
the present time." 

Dr. Franklin will sail today on the 
America as one of the delegates to the 
Third Baptist World Alliahce, to be held 
in Stockholm, Sweden, July 21-27. 

^ , Dr. Franklin Sqysc' 

The Rev. wC James H. 'Frank 



BAPTlSTsWlAR ' 
; OVER THE HEATHER 
Foreign Missionary Society Is 

Accused of Permitting Un¬ 
orthodox Teaching. 

ACCESS TO FILES REFUSED 

Dr. Straton Saya Foreign Secretary 

•nilrUeth Street, which lasted four 
hours, the, American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society refused to open its 
flics to a special committee of the Bap¬ 
tist Fundamentalist laeagu© of New 

York. 
After the meeting the leaders of noth 

■ides made statements for publication. 
The Fundamentalists had charged that 
Baptist missionaries In the foreign field 
were teaching heterodoxy to the 

, heathen. They declared they had what 
' tliey believed was convincing evidence, 

and demanded access to the files of the 
eoclety to confirm or refute their 

accusation. 
After a joint session of more than 

two hours the Mission Society members 
withdrew, marched to anotlier part of 
the building and drew up a statement. 
Then they returned and read the state¬ 
ment to the FundamentallstB. It In 

part said: 
“The Board of Managers of the 

American Baptist Foreign Mission So¬ 
ciety makes the following reply to the 
request presented by Dr. John Roach 
Straton on behalf of the Fundamental¬ 
ist League of Greater New Tork and 
Vicinity for permission to Inspect its 
flies, which in the understanding of its 
missionaries and through the long prac¬ 
tice of Uie socIety .it regards as con¬ 

fidential. 
Last year the two Foreign Boards 

Issued a statement to the denomination, 
declaring their confidence In the faith 
of their missionaries and asking any 
one who had any specific charges 
against any particular missionary to 
bring them to the board. No one 
UP to thJp.tlme has brought such spe¬ 
cific charges to the board over his 
own name -gainst any particular mls- 
»lw}.w_• she .^>ther .hand, there* 

have been Tablished far and wide gen¬ 
eral'^harg'ss of unsoundness of faith 
which cafr-result only in #n unjust dis¬ 
paragement of our whole worla and un¬ 
founded suspicion against all our mls- 

Threw Off His Cost and 

Hammered on Table,' 

1^-7 
feting last evening in 

xrtftVi Avenue and 

I 

slonarles. 
•* in harmony with the statement pre¬ 

viously made the board desires to say 
that should any one bnng allegations 
with reference to any of our staff or of 
our missionaries the board 

' self again to a nm anct fair investiga¬ 
tion of them, "^'e are not at I|befty 
to abdicate or share 
for such an inquiry which the denomi¬ 
nation has definlte y Placed upon the 

erTdoes'^iot^feel “ustified In panting 

'’’^rwnlaSeSS^ by th. 
Rev. Dr. John Ho*'* 
Of Calvary Baptist Chiych. After the 
meetincT Dr. Straton soldi _ 

“ A party of Baptist laymen and 
clergymen, thirty strong, representing 
the Baptist Fundamentalist League of 
New York, camo here this evening to 
meet with the American Baptist For¬ 
tin Mission Society. We asked .access 
to the files of the society. This was 

desire was to verify from the 
records what we had been 
spondence was In tliem. Although wc 
are constituents of Uie society ana 
^embers of Baptist churches we were 

“ We* feel that in doing this the so- 
►ciety adopted an attitude of secrecy and 
autocracy which we regard as contrary 
to all Baptist principle and precedent: 
especially since we were here present 
with creditable evidence and witnesses 
available to substantiate that lexers 
are coming In from the foreign field 
telling of • unorthodox teaching. 

■ We had been Informed that the 
files contained a letter from the Presi¬ 
dent of a missionary college in the for¬ 
eign field which contained this sentence: 

“ ■ We do not want too many conser¬ 
vatives here to smell out heresy.’ 

•• During the liearing Dr. James B. 
Franklin, foreign secretary of the or¬ 
ganization, who Is the dominating fi^rc 
In shaping the policies of the society, 
stood up, threw his coat open and de¬ 
manded dramaticall}’, hammering on tlie 
tsblo. that If there were any charges 
against him that they be preferred ‘ this 
night, or that we forever hold our 
peace.’ 

•• Later in the hearing, when we ac¬ 
cepted his challenge ana said that we 
were ready then and there to prefer 
charges against Dr. Franklin, the 
society refused to hear such charges, 
took the matter out of Dr. Franklin’s 
hands and voted that we reduce the 
charges to writing.” 

Asked what he and his group were 
going to do, Dr. Straton replledi 

'• Wo will not lot this issue be pigeon¬ 
holed. , We are going to demand a 
further investigation and we are going 
to organize groups to fight the board 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the Baptist Church.” 

The Kcv. Dr. P. H. J. Lerrlgo, Home 
Secretary, of the Mission Society, made 
the following statement: 

The Board of Managers Is under ob¬ 
ligation to preserve the confidence of 
those who carry on correspondence with 
It. This is true both of missionaries 
and members of the denomination who 
Intrust the board with funds for the {(rosecutlon of Its work. Many of .the 
etters received are of a confidential na¬ 

ture having to do with intimate per- 
tonal affairs of the mls.iionaries.” 



In a statement of Baptist principles 
and purposes to all Christiana and peo- 

- pies of the world, considered tonight. 
6n emphatic declaration In favor of all 

Arthe fundamental prlnclnals of evangeli- 
cal 59polised, the New 
Testament was reaflrmed as the only 

[thorltative guide or creed, and the ap- 
to all Christian people In the Inter- 

,w. of unity Issued oy the Bishops of 
;he Anglican Communion assembled In 
;he l>ambeth conference of 1920 was de* 

led. 
.rvmong the number of reasons for re¬ 

fusal to accept the Lambeth proposal, 
the statement said: 
b '* We cannot agree to the acceptance 
of the NIcene or Apostles's Creed as a 
condition of Christian union. While 
holding the substance of these creeds. 
Baptists have always held that the New 
Testament Is the sole sufficient, certain 
and authoritative rule of faith. Indi¬ 
viduals and groups of Baptists^ do not 
hesitate to exercise their right as free¬ 
men In Christ, to put forth from time to 
time interpretations of the New Testa¬ 
ment In the form of confessions of faith. 
But these are never authoritative In 
character or binding upon the con¬ 
sciences of others. Any effort to enforce 
Buch confessions or credal statements 
would meet with prompt and vigorous 
opposition by our Baptist people.*' 
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Should Our Foreign Mission Work Be Thoroughly Investigated ? 
Being Fostered from the Home Office? 

Is Modernism 

The ofiicers of the Foreign Mission Society of the Northern 
Baptist Convention have met every assertion that modernism 
and radicalism were prevalent on the foreign fields vntn an 
emphatic denial. V/hen some of us here in the homeland, have 
even hinted at the possibility of unorthodox teachings abroad 

burdened by evidences of the prevalence of modernism and 
rationalism among the officers of the Society and also on 
the foreign fields. Because of tiiese things, Miss Henshaw, 
after making prayerful and earnest efforts to better these 
conditions, finally decided that she would give up her 

Why Did Dr. Franklin Give Letter of Commendation to a Faithful Worker and Then a Few Days 
Later Demand its Return? Here Are the Two Letters. 

AMsmcAN Baptist Foreign Mission Society 

27S FIFTH AVSNUS 

• it X 

bS9 serrad as a setiber of ttie offiea staff of the 

laarlaan Baptist foreign SUsslao Society, fesiog r8la» 

tad aspsolally to that aeatloa cf the foreign depart- 

aent for which I have adsiluistratiTa rcBponsihllity. 

Just BOW Kiss EsoBhaw is woltintapily asverlEg her eon- 

naetion with our orgarLisatioa to ti*a up worls elaewherc. 

As aha leaves cur offieea, I wiah, without aaggestlon 

fren aoy ooe, to place in her bauds a wesd of peroosial 

appraolatien of her faithful ead officient AHaiata^ie® 

at all ti*«8j and of her oenstaat readlaeas to servo as 

helpfall? ae peasme, often with wllliogtsaao far heyond 

the ragular offico hour*. She earriae with her test 

wishes for highest uesfairsesas and S aa sure she will very 

esnsaieatisyisly ondaavor to dl*oh«s?sa faithfully asy ta»h 

s stay assept. 

our action has been handled in an entirely unauthorized way, 
and has sometimes been distorted and misused, and when such 
servants of the Lord Jesus as Brother and Sister Laraway 
have made a faithful and conscientious effort to turn the light 
on conditions on the foreign field statements have been i^ssued 
by our Foreign Mission forces which have not only reflected 
upon their ability, but have cast a doubt even upon then- 
moral integi-ity. In the case of Brother and Sister Laraway, 
for example, the statement that was sent out on behalf of the 
Foreign Mission Societies definitely reflects upon the integrity 
and trustworthiness of these servants of our Lord, who have 
given years of their lives to faithful and successful work upon 
the foreign field. We have in this issue an editorial dealing 
further with the Laraway incident. 

Tbo Case of Mss* Henshaw 

A yet more striking and alarming situation, however, has 
developed in connection with the coming of Miss Bertha p. 
Henshaw to serve as Executive Secretary of our Baptist 
Fundamentalist League in New York. Miss Henshaw was 
for eight years a missionary on the foreign field. She con¬ 
tinued her labors in China until she came home on furlough, 
where she has since been unavoidably detained on account 
of domestic circumstances which have made it impossible 
for her to return as yet to her work in China. With the 
desire in her heart to serve the missionary cause, even while 
she was here in the homeland, she accepted a position ynpi 
the Foreign Mission Society, where she was related especially 
to that section of the foreign department for which our 
Foreign Secretary, Dr. James H. Franklin, has administra¬ 
tive responsibility. We have learned since she left the 
Foreign Mission Society that her heart became increasingly 

position, as she felt that she was really giving her time and 
strength to tearing down the Lord’s true cause rather than 
to building it up. . . . - • »»• 

When she surrendered her position in the horeign Mis¬ 
sion Society, Dr. James H. Franklin, the real leader of the 
Society, voluntarily gave Miss Henshaw a strong letter of 
commendation. This letter was in line with other letters that 



Dr. Franklin had written Miss Henshaw, 
not only recognizing her fine character, 
but praising her for her unusual service 
in the worL We are reproducing this 
official testimonial, which was given en- 
tii-ely without solicitation or suggestion 
from Miss Henshaw. (Read here this 
testimonial, as reproduced on the front 
page of this issue.) 

After leaving the Society Miss Hen¬ 
shaw was still burdened and distressed 
by the conditions with which she was 
familiar, and she felt that it was her 
duty to go to Dr. Franklin and tell him 
what was on her heart and to do what 
she could to remedy these conditions. So 
she had an interview with Dr. Franklin, 
in which she frankly told him of these 
things, calling his attention to specific 
instances in the correspondence from 
missionaries and teachers on the forctgn 
field, which seemed to her to prove that 
they are modernists, and also that subtle 
deceit was being employed to hide the real 
conditions from the constituency of the 
Foreign Mission Society. She then told 
Dr. Franklin that she would like to make 
a statement at the next meeting of the 
Board of Managers of the Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society regarding these things, and 
asked the privilege of bringing with her, 
in order that she might have friendly 
witnesses to what she was doing, the 
members of the Executive Committee of 
the Baptist Fundamentalist League of 
Greater Ne%v York and Vicinity, 

Miss Henshaw did all of these things 
without having stated to the members of 
our Executive Committee the facts with 
which she was familiar. She acted on 
her own initiative entirely and for con¬ 
science’s sake. 

Dr. Franklin, however, did not con¬ 
sent to grant her the privilege of ap¬ 
pearing before the Board, and the next 
day after the inteiwiew a registered let¬ 
ter, with return receipt request, was 
received at her office, in xoMch Dr. 
Franklin curtly demanded that she re- 
ham the letter of recommendation that 
he had voluntarily given her. {See this 
second letter from Dr. Franklin on front 
page of this issue.) 

When Miss Henshaw received this 
note, she felt that she must seek advice 
in the matter as to what she should do. 
She went to the President of the Baptist 
Fundamentalist League, Dr. John Roach 
Straton, and told him just what had 
happened, and, upon Dr. Straton’s sug¬ 
gestion, the matter was then laid before 
the Executive Committee of our League, 
that their counsel and advice might be 
asked. They voted unanimously that 
Miss Henshaw should not return her 
testimonial to Dr. Franklin, and they 
felt that the League itself had a duty to 
discharge in the matter, as this extra- 
oi’dinary action on the part of Dr. 
Franklin brought to their attention of 
necessity some of the things with which 
Miss Henshaw was familiar, both as to 
modernism and rationalism among the 
officers of the Foreign Mission Society 
and on the foreign field. 

^Ipon its face, the action of Dr. 
'"vanklin in demanding of Miss Henshaw 
that she return the letter of recom¬ 
mendation that he had voluntarily given 
her seemed to indicate a purpose on his 
part to put himself in a position where 
he could discount any evidence that she 
might give of wrong conditions among 
the officers of the Society or on the 
foreign field. Certainly, under all the 
circumstances, that would be the most 
natural motive to prompt an action so 
unu.sual and extraordinary. As an il¬ 
lustration of the fairness of mind, hon¬ 
esty of heart and true Christian spirit 
of Miss Henshaw, we wish now to give 
the letter which she wrote Dr, Franklin 
in reply to his extraordinary demand. 
Her letter was as follows: 

123 West 57th Street, 
New York City, 

May 10, 1923. 

My dear Dr. Franklin: 

I was certainly surprised when I 
returned to my office last week, after 
an absence of two days, to find your 
letter requesting me, because I had 
expressed to you my conscientious 
convictions, to return the testimonial 
which you had voluntarily given me, 
expressing appreciation of my serv¬ 
ices with the Foreign Mission Society 
for nearly three years. 

I surely tried to be faithful to my 
work and loyal to the American 
Baptist Foreign Mission Society dur¬ 
ing the time I was in the rooms at 
276 Fifth Avenue, but as I realized 
more and more, as time went on, the 
modernistic conditions on the foreign 
field, which were constantly being de¬ 
nied, the deplorable condition of the 
evangelistic work (in spite of reports 
of large numbers of conversions and 
baptisms), which I felt was caused 
by such modernistic conditions, I had 
a tremendous burden on my heart, 
and many nights lay awake for hours 
thinking of those things. 

Then I was taken out of the 
Foreign Mission Department and put 
in charge of the Baptist World Al¬ 
liance work. I took up that task 
with enthusiasm and interest and 
worked faithfully to have everything 
go smoothly and satisfactorily with 
reference to delegates to the Congress 
getting to Stockholm. But even in 
the Baptist World Alliance work I 
was constantly burdened and dis¬ 
tressed because of the endeavor to 
have radical men like Dr. Faunce, 
Mr. Rockefeller and Dr. Wcelfkin 
take part in the program. In Mr. 
Rockefeller’s case I prayed that he 
might not be able to accept the in¬ 
vitation. 

I gave up my position because I 
felt that I could not longer be loyal 
to the Society and at the same time 
loyal to the Lord. 

As so often people have been re¬ 
quested to bring their criticisms and 
reports of rumcrs direct to headquar¬ 
ters, with the assurance that “full 
information” would be given, I felt 
that it was the thing for me to do to 
go to you and have a frank talk. I 
had not, up to the time of my con¬ 
versation with you—neither have I 
yet—said a word to the Executive 
Committee of the Baptist Funda¬ 
mentalist League for Ministers and 
Laymen regarding the matters about 
which I spoke to you. I felt that it 
might be the more honorable and fair 
thing to do to make any statement 
that I might feel led to make before 
a joint meeting of the Board of Man¬ 
agers of the Foreign Mission Society 
and the Executive Committee of our 
Baptist Pundamentaiist League, and 
thus give you and other officers of the 
Society opportunity to deny anything 
I said or make corrections in my 
statements. 

To this you did not agree, but re¬ 
quested me to write a letter, which 
would be given sympathetic consider¬ 
ation. But I preferred to make my 
statement in a different way, al¬ 
though the letter would be much 
easier for me. 

Dr. Franklin, this is not a personal 
matter. I do not know of any one 
who could have bean more kind and 
thoughtful and considerate of me 
during my term of seiwice in the 
rooms than you, and you certainly 
were most courteous at all times. It 
was a real pleasure to work for you 
and with you, as far as pex-sonai re¬ 
lationships went. And it was that 
pleasant, cordial relationship that 
kept me in the rooms as long as I 
was there. But I have been shocked 
and much troubled at statements and 
denials of real conditions that have 
gone out from the rooms from time 
to time, which I felt were misleading, 
to say the least. 

When Bishop R., in his address be¬ 
fore the Board of Managers and a 
few friends, told of the anguish of 
soul he experienced during the trans¬ 
ition period as he went over to the 
acceptance of evolution and the high¬ 
er critical view of the Bible, and 
stated frankly that he was a “Mod¬ 
ernist,” you rose at the close of his 
address and said, “Bishop R., I am 
sure that you do not mean to say 
that you are a Modernist. People 
will almost damn you if you are a 
Modernist. I am sure that you be¬ 
lieve ail the essential truths— 
TRUTHS,” etc. Sven I was not 
blind to the fact of where Bishop R. 
stood, and yet you said, as I went 
forward to speak to the Bishop, that 
you had said what you did because 
you did not wish me to think that 

Bishop R. was a Modernist. Then the 
next day, when I went to your office, 
the first thing you said to me was, 
“Well, I saved Bishop R. from an¬ 
nihilation last night, didn’t I?” I 
replied, “No; he is a Modernist, and 
everything that he said before his ad¬ 
mission that he was such would lead 
people to knew where he stood.” And 
I told you that I thought more of 
him for having come out boldly and 
saying that he was a Modernist. You 
replied that it was not in the “bad 
sense” of the word that he was a 
Modernist. I have not yet found out 
what is the “good sense” and what is 
the “bad sense” of Modernism. I 
think that incident in connection with 
Bishop R.’s speech revealed quite 
clearly that the truth of the matter 
is that “Modernism” is one thing in 
the minds of Fundamentalists and 
entirely a different thing in your 
thinking and that of other repre¬ 
sentatives of the Society. 

But in all this I have not yet re¬ 
plied to your note requesting me to 
return the testimonial which you 
gave me when I left my position in 
the rooms of the Society, I wish to 
consult a few brethren about the 
matter, in whose judgment I have 
every confidence, and shall reply to 
your note in a few days. 

With earnest prayer that you and 
your colleagues and members of the 
Board may be led by God’s Holy 
Spirit according to His way and pur¬ 
pose for the great work on the 
foreign mission fields, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) Bertha D. Henshaw. 

Feeling that our Baptist Fundament¬ 
alist League had a duty in the matter, 
the Executive Committee of the League, 
composed of a strong group of Baptist 
ministers and laymen, decided to go te 
the Officers’ Council of the Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society, which has full charge of 
the office records, etc., and request the 
privilege of examining with them the 
letters in the files which had to do with 
the wrong conditions on the foreign field 
which had distressed Miss Henshaw, and 
also other letters which had to do with 
v/hat seemed to be other wrong condi¬ 
tions about which we had learned from 
other sources than the information given 
by Miss Henshaw. 

Our Executive Committee, therefore, 
invited a few other interested Baptists 
to go^ with us, and on June 15, by special 
appointment, arrangements for which 
had been made several days in advance, 
we waited upon the officers’ Council and 
respectfully requested their cooperation 
in securing the information that we de¬ 
sired, or else in being able to disprove 
completely the allegations that had been 
made to us. Our request to look at some 
of the letters in the files, in order that 
we might either vei-ify or disprove the 
allegations that had been made to us, 
was flatly refused by the Officers’ Coun¬ 
cil, and though the interview continued 
for over two hours, in which time almost 
every one of the preachers and laymen 
present emphatically expressed their 
judgment that what we were asking was 
entix'ely legitimate and proper, and of 
their earnest desire to serve the cause 
by getting at the facts, the request was 
continuously refused. 

In order that there might not be any 
misunderstanding as to the reasons for 
and spirit of our request, Dr, Straton, 
who was the leading spokesman of the 
delegation, had i-educed the request to 
writing, as follows: 

To THE Officers’ Council, 

American Baptist Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society, 

276 Fifth Avenue, New York City. 

Dear Brethren: 

It is proper that you should know 
in the !)eginning who the brethren 
are who make up this delegation. 
We are the Executive Committee of 
the Baptist Fundamentalist League 
of Greater New York and Vicinity 
for Ministers and Laymen. In addi¬ 
tion to the members of our commit¬ 
tee we have invited a few interested 
laymen, who are also familiar with 
the matters which we are bringing 

(Continued on Page 7) 
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WHY I OBJECTED TO THE APPEARANCE OF DR. W. H. P. FAUNCE 

TO DELIVER THE KEYNOTE ADDRESS AT THE 

NORTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION 

The basis of objection to the appear¬ 
ance of Dr. Faunce upon the program 
of a Baptist Convention, of course, is 
his well-known radical and revolutionary 
teachings—teachings which are not only 
utteidy contrary to our Baptist tenets, 
but subversive of the very fundamentals 
of the Christian faith. For example, in 
his book on “What Does Christianity 
Mean?”, Dr. Faunce, in speaking of the 
teaching of Jesus concerning His prom¬ 
ised retum to earth, says: 

“We can cast aside the imagery of 
the ‘twelve thrones,’ and ‘coming in 
the clouds of heaven,’ as we cast aside 
other garments now antiquated.’ 
(Pages 217 and 218.) 

Here, then, is a specific repudiation 
of the teaching of our Lord, which of 
course utterly invalidates His authority 
and any idea of the real inspiration of 
Scripture. If Jesus Christ was mis¬ 
taken in some of His teaching, and if, 
therefore, with the. supposed greater 
knowledge of our “modern minds” ^ye 
can look down from a height of lordly 
superiority even upon the divine Son of 
God, and “cast aside” any part of His 
teaching that does not appeal to us, 
just as we cast aside an old suit of 
clothes that is worn out, then there is 
an end of all true reliance upon the 
Bible as our sufficient guide of faith and 
practice. For if the specific teachings 
of Christ are to be rejected, then cer¬ 
tainly none of the remainder of the 
Bible can have any binding authority on 
mind or conscience. 

There is another little book from the 
pen of Dr. Faunce which is highly illu¬ 
minating. This book came about through 
several Chinese students, visiting in 
America, having asked Dr. Faunce to 
answer the following questions: 

1. “What is your Idea of God?’-’ 
2. “Do you believe in Him?” 
3. “Why?” 
In answering these questions, Dr. 

Faunce uses his usual adroit phraseology 
which—like the language of most Mod¬ 
ernists—is so often capable of a double 
interpretation. For example, the sole 
reference which he makes to Jesus in 
answering these questions is as follows: 

“His (God’s) infinite spirit,, pervad¬ 
ing all time and space, sleeps in 
matter, wakes in mind, and reveals 
itself supremely in Jesus of Nazar¬ 
eth.” 

If this is not pantheism and Unitan- 
anism, then it is indeed difficult to rec¬ 
ognize these things when we meet them. 
This statement is exactly in line with 
Haeckel’s statement, later endorsed hy 
the late George Burman Foster, that “a 
God outside the cosmos is dead.” It 
will be obseiwed that he spells Spirit 
with a little “s,” and refers to the 
Spirit as “itself” instead of “Himself." 
This statement is purely pantheistic. 
It is the old idea that^ God is merely _a 
latent power or pidneiple locked up in 
the cosmos, and that He comes to self- 
consciousness only in man, and to His 
supreme manifestation in Jesus. This 
sort of doctrine of course really makes 
man divine and makes Jesus Christ 
merely a sort of superman. No wonder 
that these answers of Dr. Faunce to 
the questions of the Chinese students 
have been issued in tract form for free 
disfHbution by the Unitarian Layman’s 
League of Boston! Such action on their 
part is entirely logical and is naturally 
to be expected. Nor is it surprising to 
learn that Dr. Faunce, not long ago, 
preached the induction sermon of a Uni¬ 
tarian minister. 

Not content with teachings such as 
these in his books, Dr. Faunce, in a 
leading article in the “World’s Work” 
magazine for March, 1923, comes out 
with emphatic and enthusiastic endorse¬ 
ment of the evolutionary hj^othesis, as 
over against the Bible teaching of crea¬ 
tion by a living God. In this article 
Dr. Faunce has a good word for what 
he calls “the popular pages of Wells 
and Van Loon”—the insidious poison of 

By JOHN ROACH STRATON 

whose skeptical, socialistic teachings are 
being spread far and near*, even being 
given to our school children as “col¬ 
lateral reading.” 

Though he sounds a word of wara- 
ing to liberals not to be so “scornful” 
in their treatment of orthodox beliefs, 
Dr. Faunce nevertheless speaks with an 
attitude of condescension and amused 
tolerance toward those who hold to such 
“fundamentals” as, to use his own lan¬ 
guage: “the virgin birth and deity of 
Christ, and a substitutionary atonement, 
the inerrancy of the Scriptures in 
science and history, as well as in re¬ 
ligion, and the imminent physical retuim 
of the Lord on the liter*al clouds of the 
sky.” He argues against the proposi¬ 
tion that “the Church must believe in a 
scientifically inerrant Bible, in the vir¬ 
gin birth, and in an imminent physical 
catastrophy which shall wind up all hu¬ 
man history.” Then he further says 
emphatically, “But the Fundmentalists 
affirm that belief in a miraculous iner- 
rant Bible, in a physiological miracle at 
Bethlehem, and a physical miracle soon 
to occur in the sky—that these beliefs 
are the fundamental things in Chris¬ 
tianity—which is not only a transforma¬ 
tion of the early faith but a palpable 
inversion of moral values.” 

According to Dr. Faunce, therefore, 
we are not only fools intellectually, but 
we are faulty morally if we believe in 
the ti*ue inspiration of the Bible, the 
virgin birth of our Lord, and the literal 
retuim of Jesus Christ—“this same 
Jesus” — according to plain Scripture 
teaching and His own specific promises! 

The Usswisdom and Wrong of Selecting 
Dr. Faunce 

And this man, now, who has scattered 
these teachings broadcast throughout 
the world, was the one who was selected 
by the controlling powers in our denom¬ 
ination to deliver the “Keynote Ad¬ 
dress” at the Annual Convention of our 
great denomination this year! 

Why was it that out of all the men 
of ability, learning and consecrated elo¬ 
quence in our great brotherhood, this 
particular man was selected at this par¬ 
ticular time by the denominational ma¬ 
chine, who for years have followed the 
policy, despite the protests of many ear¬ 
nest souls, of putting upon our Con¬ 
vention programs such radicals, and 
thus endeavoring to cram their revolu¬ 
tionary teachings down our throats? I 
have rebelled against this shrev/d policy 
which has tried to lead us finally to 
accept these modern heresies by much 
repetition of them, and by bringing 
them to us in beautiful rhetorical garb 
and through the lips of pleasing person¬ 
alities! 

For one, therefore, my heart vyas so 
burdened that I could not submit in this 
particular case at Atlantic City without 
entering the individual protest that I 
did enter, and I will now give my spe¬ 
cific reasons for this action. 

1. First, as a Baptist, and a.': a dele¬ 
gate to the Convention, ! could not 
maintain my own self respect, or keep 
my loyalty to my most cherished men¬ 
tal and spiritual convictions, without 
putting myself on record as being op¬ 
posed to the appeai'ance of such a man 
as Dr. Faunce upon our program. I 
knew, of course, exactly how our Presi¬ 
dent would rule upon the matter, and 
when he gave his ruling I stated that I 
would bow to it, and then resumed my 
seat. I felt that to sit there at the 
press table and listen to Dr. Faunce 
without thus recording my protest would 
be, so far as I was individually con¬ 
cerned, to give at least a quasi endorse¬ 
ment before the world to the _ man and 
whatever message he might bring to the 
Convention. The action that I took, 
therefore, was an action that was en¬ 
tirely legitimate in a deliberative as- 
semblv. It was analogous to a request 
that the Secretary would record a nega¬ 
tive vote on some proposition that was 

contrary to the mind and conscience of 
a delegate. 

2. In the second place, I felt impelled 
to do what little one individual might 
do to counteract the effect of Dr. 
Faunae’s uttex*ances. It seemed to me, 
as before intimated, peculiarly tragic 
that at this time, when his radical 
views had just been so prominently ex¬ 
ploited in the public press, he was se¬ 
lected to bring the keynote address of 
our Northern Baptist Convention. I 
felt that a protest would at least let 
the world know that all Baptists do not 
stand for the views that Dr. Faunce 
advocates. His address, too, was ex¬ 
actly what was to be expected. It was 
all “social seiwice,” and no individual 
salvation. He so skimmed the sui’face 
of religious truth that he could go no 
deeper than the proposition that the su¬ 
preme need of the world in this tremen¬ 
dous and tx'agic hour is “a change of 
mind.” This contention, of course, 
bi'ings him into direct conflict once more 
with the teaching of Jesus, who said, 
“Ye must be boim again” and with the 
general viewpoint of the Bible that “out 
of the heart are the issues of life.” The 
supreme need of the world today is not 
“a change of mind” but a change of 
heart. The old-fashioned Baptist doc¬ 
trine of regeneration, and the other doc¬ 
trines that go with it—the full deity of 
our Lord, the reality of the Holy Spirit, 
the Bible as the sword of the Spirit, 
and the supernatural, miraculous inter¬ 
vention of a living God for the eternal 
salvation of men—these are the great 
tiuths that this age needs, and not the 
superficial “social service” sophistries 
and pious platitudes with which such 
men as Di*. Faunce regale us. To any 
one familiar with Dr. Faunce’s real be¬ 
liefs, as set forth in his writings, Ins 
use of the old-time terms occasionally 
in this address was almost amusing. 

3. In the third place, I felt impelled 
to protest against the appearance of Dr. 
Faunce, because, as a Christian and a 
Baptist, my heart has been greatly bur¬ 
dened recently that Brown University, 
over which Dr. Faunce presides as Pres¬ 
ident, is exemplifying before the world 
the truth that this religious radicalism 
and rationalism always result in a sur¬ 
render to the spirit of worldliness, and 
tend strongly to the substitution of a 
pagan code of morals foi' the Christian 
code. A pagan, pantheistic philosophy 
naturally means a pagan ethic. Some 
months ago, the newspapers throughout 
this country came out with stories show¬ 
ing that moral conditions at Brown Uni¬ 
versity, in connection with the dancing 
of the students there, and other social 
activities, had gotten so raw that the 
editor of the student magazine himself 
uttered a strong editorial denunciation 
of the conditions. This expose was an 
embarrassment to true Baptists and an 
injury to the cause of Christ every¬ 
where. I felt impelled, therefore, to 
enter my protest at Atlantic City, hop¬ 
ing that thereby the general public 
would feel that the appearance of Dr. 
Faunce on our program did not carry 
with it any sanction of the tenden¬ 
cies in his institution, which, as in 
other similar institutions, have produced 
these distressing moral and social con¬ 
ditions. 

4. I would say in the next place, that 
I was impelled to individual action be¬ 
cause 1 had had clear and conclusive 
evidence in our group meetings before 
the Convention opened, that the control¬ 
ling leaders of the National Fundamen¬ 
talist Organization had determined once 
more that thev would take a compro¬ 
mising, half-way ground, and not allow 
the Fundamentalists even to attempt 
anything constructive and strong^ at the 
Atlantic City Convention, despite the 
tremendous advantages that were in our 
hands. I may say a further word later 
upon this matter, but here I merely 

Our Baptist people should be informed. The Fundamentalist will do it. 



(ColUinuid from Pai/e a> 

remark, in passing, that I felt so bur¬ 
dened and distressed individually over 
this manifest determination to do noth¬ 
ing, that I had to take personal action 
on the matter of Dr. Faunce’s appear¬ 
ance on the program, hoping that there¬ 
by something might be accomplished 
for the true faith. 

No Discourtesy Intended 

5. As I close my statement concern¬ 
ing my reasons for the action which I 
took, I wish to say that I intended no 
discourtesy to Dr. Faimce personally. I 
know Dr. Faunce to be a kindly natured, 
likable man, and there are some things 
about him that I have admired. My 
action, therefore, had in view not the 
individual, but Uie man as a type of 
revolutionary religious teaching, whi^, 
in my humble judgment, is highly in¬ 
jurious to the cause of Christ. 

When I arose I only had in mind, as 
before stated, to enter my personal ob¬ 
jection in a respectful and orderly way. 
I stated specifically in addressing the 
Chair at the outset of my remarks that 
I did not represent any group or any 
individual, but that I spoke for my¬ 
self alone. And I purposed then simply 
saying that the ground of my objection 
was Dr, Faunce’s well-known radical¬ 
ism, and that as a member of the Con¬ 
vention, and a reporter at the press 
table, I could not hear his address with¬ 
out having given expression to my own 
attitude, so that every man might know 
that, as one Baptist, I did not approve 
either of Dr. Faunce’s teachings or his 
appearance upon our program. 

I was not allowed, however, even to 
complete this brief statement, but my 
first intimation of a protest was greeted 
with a volley of jeers and hisses, such 
as we have heard before from the “Lib- 
erals”(!) in the Northern Baptist Con¬ 
vention. The scene was a conclusive 
demonstration of the fact that when any 
man dares really to plant _ himself 
across the pathway of Modernism and 
unsheath a fearless blade in behalf of 
the old faith, he will hear the hiss of 
the serpent. Does the incident not 
prove conclusively that the “Liberals” 
are the most illiberal people on earth? 

To those who are so tender in con¬ 
science upon the matter of my supposed 
discourtesy to Dr. Faunce, and who are 
sticklers for etiquette, I would point 
out the glaring discourtesy and lack of 
Christian spirit on the part of those 
who hissed a brother delegate because 
he dared to try to follov/ his conscience 
in a situation that was as difficult and 
as trying to him as to any one else. 

But, however extreme any one may be 
in his attitude toward my action, it 
must, I think, be admitted by any fair 
mind that my action, in entering a re¬ 
spectful protest, was not as discourte¬ 
ous to Dr. Faunce as was his action to¬ 
ward cur Savior in “casting aside” 
some of His holiest teachings like a 
worn-out garment, and in endorsing the 
evolutionary hypothesis, which contra¬ 
dicts the Bible teaching that Jesus 
Christ was the “Son of the Highest,” 
and makes Him a half-brother of the 
apes I 

Ne Love lor “the Limelight” 

Some of my critics have said that I 
took this action at Atlantic City because 
I had a desire to be always in “the 
limelight.” If this is true, then I would 
like to ask why it is that I have not 
raised my voice in a meeting of the 
Northern Baptist Convention since I 
tried to speak, after I was appointed so 
to do, at the Buffalo Convention in 1920, 
when the “Liberals” there endeavored to 
hiss and howl me down, for no other 
reason than that I dared to try to tell 
the plain truth, in a frank and straight¬ 
forward manner, instead of side-step¬ 
ping the issues, and scattering around 
bouquets of verbal inanities. 

I have faithfully—or as some may 
think, heroically—kept cut of “the lime¬ 
light” ail the way from Buffalo to At¬ 
lantic City; but there I confess that I 
was so distressed at the inexpediency 
and disgrace of putting such a man as 
Dr. Faunce on our program to bring the 
Keynote Address, that, for conscience 
sake, I had to take action, even at the 
cost of being niisintexpi'eted and misun¬ 
derstood. 

And, if need be, I for one will take 
"the limelight” again when opportunity 
offers; and I will say that I had rather 
be found in the limelight for my Lord 
than dodging around in dark comers 
where no one can find out what I really 
believe and where I stand! 

SHALL THE FUNDAMENTAL 

ISTS FIGHT, OR FALTER 

AND FALL BACK? 

In our next issue we hope to give an 
article on the above subject. We shall 
hope to give a brief historical survey of 
the development and progress of the 
Fundamentalist movement up to _ date, 
and follow that with a frank considera¬ 
tion of futui’e plans and policies. The 
time has certainly come, in the light of 
developments discussed in this issue of 
the paper and recent events in our de¬ 
nomination, for a facing of facts as they 
are by all who believe in God’s Word and 
who love the divine Christ that it en¬ 
shrines. We will not here anticipate the 
forthcoming article, but will only say 
that we propose a very outspoken dis¬ 
cussion of the entire situation. 

Loyalty to an Unmultilated Bible 

an Essential to Present-Jiay 

Cliristian Leadership 

(The substance of a brief statement 
made at the National Christian Confer¬ 
ence, Shanghai, by Dr. J. Walter Lowrie, 
a veteran missionary of the Prasbyterian 
Board, North, during the discussion on 
Christian Leadership.) 

Leadership in the Chinese Church will 
not be dependent upon such secondary 
matters as age or wealth or social posi- 
tfon, or even upon scholastic degrees for 
which there is such a thirst just now. 
One of the conditions incomparably more 
important is to be bom of a woman 
who, in her innermost being, her faith, 
her humility, her estimates of men and 
things, her sense of eternity, her grati¬ 
tude and devotion to the Lord Jesus 
Christ, is the fit mother of a Christian 
leader. It is in the womb and at the 
breasts and under the daily nurture of 
women like this that the sanest, bravest, 
trustiest leaders are begotten and 
moulded for their career. “I thank 
God,” said the greatest church leader 
of all, “v/hen I call to remembrance the 
unfeigned faith that is in thee, which 
dwelt first in thy grandmother I^is and 
thy mother Eunice, and I am persuaded 
that in thee also,” 

Hence arises the imperative demand 
for women’s high schools and colEeges 
v/hose atmosphere and scholastic train¬ 
ing conduce to the development of 
women like these. In proportion as our 

rl graduates have the unfeigned faith 
at was in Eunice and venerable Lois, 

underpinrdng all their student attain¬ 
ments do they promise to be the 
mothers of the leaders that the church 
is straining her eyes to find. 

And this suggests the supreme con¬ 
dition of all leadership in the planting 
of a living church of Christ among the 
Chinese people—it is implicit faith in 
the whole Bible, and obedience to it as 
God’s inviolable record of Kis deeds 
among men, penned by men who spoke 
as they were moved by the Holy Ghost. 

Men v.^ho juggle with its statement of 
fact, men who would strip it of its 
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We propose in succeeding issues of THE FUNDAMENTALIST to turn the spotlight on 
our skeptical theological seminaries, and the professors in them, that the masses of our peo¬ 
ple may see just how rank are some of teachings in these schools. We present the 
Rochester Theological Seminary of Rochester, New York, in this issue. We hope to 
present Brown University in our nest issue. Theri will come the Union Theological 
Seminary of New York, to which many Baptist theological students are sent, and others 

in due course. 

Among all of the Baptist theological 
seminaries of the North, Rochester has 
stood out in the past as one of the Stest and noblest. Under the prssi- 

y of Dr. A. H. Strong especially, 
who was a master teacher of systematic 
theology and a firm believer in the fun- 
damentals of Christianity, and until the 
wave of modernism and enthusiasm for 

1. THE FACTORY 

social service as a substitute for per¬ 
sonal salvation overwhelmed the institu¬ 
tion it did magnificent work and turned 
out some of the greatest preachers and 
leaders in our denomination. The insti¬ 
tution has an admirable plant and a 
wonderful location, and is capable of 
doing fine work in the future if the 
wrong conditions of today are honestly 

and thoroughly righted. In the mean¬ 
time The Fundamentalist believes that 
there is a solemn duty resting upon us 
to turn the searchlight on some of the 
things for which the Seminary is stand¬ 
ing today, that all may see that most 
harmful teaching is now tolerated there. 

!I. SOME OF THE OPERATIVES 

The key to the present situation at 
Rochester, and we believe the real source 
©f much of that which is wrong in our 
entire denomination at the present time 
in the North, is traceable to the teaching 
of the late Dr. Walter Eauschenbusch, 
Dr. Eauschenbusch was a most able and 
sincere man, and all of us who knew 
him personally admired and loved him. 
Unfortunately and unhappily, however, 
he allowed his mind to run to one ex¬ 
treme on the hobby of social service, and 
that over-emphasis led him more and 
more away from the great fundamentals 
©f revealed reli^on as given in the Bible. 

Dr. Rauschenbusch^s book;" "A The¬ 
ology for the Social Gospel,” is a most 
insidious and subtle attack on the 
authority and plain teaching of the 
Bible. On Page 39 he says: “The story 
now embodied in Genesis III was part 
of the Jahvist narrative, a document of 
Ephraimitic origin dating back to the 
ninth century B. C.” 

Here, then, he not only swallows the 
documentary hypothesis about the Penta¬ 
teuch, but he dogmatically asserts it as 
truth. On Page 42 he speaks of “the 
authoritative element in the Bible.” 
Then there is another element which is 
not authoritative! On Page 47 he 
reaches his definition of sin. He says? 
“The definition of sin as selfishness fur¬ 
nishes an excellent theological basis for 
a social conception of sin and salvation.” 
But the Bible says, “Sin is the trans¬ 
gression of the law.” 

He touches, of course, in passing, on 
“personal salvation.” He says (Pag© 
96): “Our discussion cannot pass per¬ 
sonal salvation by.” He would like to 
pass it by, seemingly, but “cannot.” 
Then he adds? 

“But our understanding of personal 
salvation itself is deeply aifeeted by the 
new solidaristic comprehension furnished 
by the social Gospel.” 

And when he gets through it is so 
deeply “alfeeted” that the Biblical teach¬ 
ing concerning personal salvation, and 
ail that goes with it, is completely lost 
in the mists. On Page 101, in speaking 
of faith, he says: 

“This is the aspect of faith which is 
emphasised by the social Gospel. It is 
not so much the endorsement of ideas 
formulated in the past as expectancy 
and confidence in the coming salvation 
of God.” 

In other words, it is not so much en¬ 
dorsement or dependence upon the Bible’s 
teaching and its authority, as it is some¬ 
thing emanating from “human conscious¬ 
ness” in the form of expectancy, confi¬ 
dence, etc. And on Page 102 he gives a 
definition. He says? 

“Faith is an energetic act of the 
will affirming our fellowship with God 
and man, declaring our solidarity 
with the Kingdom of God, and repudi- 

Ifishisol ■■ ating selfish isolation.” 

But this is not the Bible definition of 
faith at all. 

Consistently with his general view¬ 
point, therefore, Professor Rauschen- 
busch’s conception of immortality and 
the hereafter was extremely hazy, and 
it was founded not upon the teaching 
of the Bible as a revelation from God, 
but largely upon speculative and philo¬ 
sophical grounds. He admits that (Page 
228): 

“There is no inherent contradiction 
whatever between the hope of the 
progressive development of mankind 
toward the Kingdom of God and the 
hope of the consummation of our per¬ 
sonal life in an existence after 
death.” 

So, you see it is merely a “hope”; it 
is not a conviction founded upon a revela¬ 
tion at all, and so Professor Rauschen- 
busch says again (on Page 228); 

“Belief in a future life is not essen¬ 
tial to religious faith.” 

Professor Rauschenbusch’s discussion 
of the Atonement is, of course, in line 
with these other man-made conceptions. 
He admits that Christ’s death was 
how for our good.” But he rejects the 
teaching of the old theology—that is, the 
plain Biblical teaching—he says (Page 

“Guilt and merit are 
They cannot be transferred 
person to another. V/e tamper with 
moral truth when we shuffie them 
about.” 

V/e suppose, then, that we are to believe 
that the Bible is immoral when it teaches 
that “Christ bore our sins in His own 
body on the tree!” Then, he goes on 
trying to stretch his vague conception of 
the Atonement t© cover his social the¬ 
ology. He refers to the “human life” of 
Jesus being ^‘bound up backward and 
forward and sideward with the life ©f 
Humanity.” It was not, then, the sacri¬ 
fice of the Divine Son of God, dying vi¬ 
cariously upon the cross for us, that re¬ 
deems us from our sins, but it was this 
“human Jesus” m his identification with 
the race, and not the individual, that con¬ 
stitutes the Atonement. So he says 
(Page 246): 

“The bar to a true understanding 
of the Atonement has been our indi¬ 
vidualism. The solution of the prob¬ 
lem lies in the recognition of soli¬ 
darity.” 

But Paul, in speaking of Jesus, said: 
“Who loved 7ns and gave Himself for 
me." 

According to the teaching of Professor 
Eauschenbusch, therefore, we are at lib¬ 
erty to reject any part of the New Testa¬ 
ment that does not appeal to us individ¬ 
ually and that does not square with our 
social service enthusiasm. Beyond any 
question, the teachings of Dr. Rauschen- 
busch are the main source of the wide¬ 

spread over-emphasis on social service, 
in our Baptist denomination, with its 
corresponding neglect of emphasis on 
the need for individual salvation and 
the great truths of revealed religion 
that go with it. So much, then, for Dr. 
Eauschenbusch. Some say that we ought 
not in these connections to refer to teach¬ 
ings of men who are now dead. The an¬ 
swer to that, of course, is that, while the 
men are dead, their books are not dead 
and their influence is not dead. Their 
books and their influence are still living 
and doing an irreparable damage to the 
true cause of Christ in the world. The 
teachings o£ Dr. Rauschenbusch are still 
the dominating force at Rochester. 

Profej r George Cross 

We close this glance at the operatives 
at Rochester by giving some quotations 
from Dr. George Cross, who is professor 
of Systematic Theology in Rochester 
Seminary. In his book on “Creative 
Christianity” (The MacMillan Company, 
1922) Dr. Cross gives even a more com¬ 
plete rejection of the great fundamentals 
of the Christian faith than Dr. Vedder of 
Crczer Theological Seminary, from whom 
we quoted in a recent issue ©f The Fun¬ 
damentalist. To begin with, Dr. Cross 
utterly repudiates the Bible as truly in¬ 
spired and as authoritative in any real 
sense. On page 30 he says: 

“It is doubted whether any absolute 
external authority in matters of faith 
has been provided or is needed. Simi¬ 
larly, it is doubted whether the series 
of events recorded as occurring at the 
beginning of the Christian faith, or at 
any stage of its progress, are to be 
considered as supernatural in the 
sense commonly intended hitherto by 
that term. Similarly, also, the ques¬ 
tion whether there was an original 
supernatural deposit, and, if so, what 
it was, is now open to perfectly free 
discussion, without prejudice to the 
Christian character of him who raises 
the question.” 

Again on page 63, Professor Cross 
says: 

“We have not in the New Testa¬ 
ment a simple matter-of-fact state¬ 
ment of what Jesus said and did, and 
the mere we try to make it appear so 
the more evident is our failure.” 

And this rejection of the true inspira¬ 
tion, inerrancy and authority of the 
Scriptures extends to both the teaching 
and the miracles of the Master, So Dr. 
Cross says again (Page 75): 

“The representations which the 
New Testament writers make ©f the 
personality of Jesus must be us^ 
with discrimination. The accounts of 
such scenes as his exorcism of de¬ 
mons, his transfiguration on a moun¬ 
tain top, his stilling of storms, his 

Does your faith mean anything to you? Help us in contending for it. 



summoning of deceased persons back 
to life, his physical ascension into 
the sky before the eyes of men, pic¬ 
ture him as exercising a kind of ma^- 
cal power and as having access to in¬ 
fluences of a kind extraneous to our 
lives. To men of that time these 
might seem evidences of his high call¬ 
ing, but they make him in a corre- Xnding degree a stranger arsd an 

in to us. In all this our minds are 
drawn to the region of the mysterious, 
the unaccountable, the unfaiowable. 
With a personality whose native 
abode is there we can never be at 
home.” 

Therefore, Professor Cross reaches his 
conclusion in which he definitely rejects 
the Bible as authority. He says (Page 
120): 

“Eevelation is ceasing to he con¬ 
ceived of as the communication of 
facts which could not be known 
through the native processes of our 

Little wonder, with such teaching as 
that at Rochester, that the institution is 
turning out some men with their faith 
badly shaken. We have had indications 
of this in connection with Rochester men 
from the foreign field; and the present 
writer was talking just a little while 
ago with a Rochester graduate who ad¬ 
mitted to him that he had been almost 

spirits, but only through purely 
miraculous channels, and the Bsble is 
ceasing to be received as an authori¬ 
tative collection of information con¬ 
cerning supernatural and superra- 
tional facts.” 

There goes, of course, with this rejec¬ 
tion even of the teachings of Jesus a re¬ 
jection of the actuality of the miracles, 
etc. Professor Cross has the usual atti¬ 
tude of vanity and superiority, which the 
so-called “scholars” of today arro^te to 
themselves. He says, in speaking of 
those who are educated, “Evepr one so 
trained must place a note of interroga¬ 
tion after all the biblical accounts of 
miracles.” (Page 24.) The authority 
of Jesus Himself, and even His truthful¬ 
ness, are specifically rejected by Dr, 
Gross. On page 34 he says: 

“It is even possible . , . that if all 
the teachings of Jesus were brought 
together in the exact form in which 
he gave them there might be found 

III. THE FINISHED PRODUCT 
marking time for years since leaving 
the Seminary, and was just now only 
getting back to real enthusiasm and 
soul-winning zeal through his return to 
the old faith. 

There is one hopeful sign in the 
entire situation, so far as Rochester is 
concei-ned, and that is that some of the 
I'eai believers in the ranks of the Roches- 

among them some that would not 
commend themselves as fixed and final 
to the faith of the most intelligent 
and devout Christians of the present 
day. Men cannot be called upon to 
believe things simply because of the 
name that is attach^ to them.” 

Therefore, Dr. Cross naturally rejects 
the plan of salvation through the blood 
of Jesus, and all that goes with it. In 
speaking of Gethsemane and the events 
on Golgotha, he says (Page 77): “Ef¬ 
forts to make all these things a part of a 
prearranged plan of salvation are only 
offensive now.” Of course, in the light 
of all this, Dr. Cross rejects the virgin 
birth, the second coming of our Lord, 
and the other great truths of our holy 
faith. His is a bald system of rational¬ 
ism and skepticism, and as for any reli¬ 
ance upon the Bible as a “sufficient rule 
of faith and practice,” in ways in which 
our forefathers regarded it, Dr. Cross 
knows none of it. 

ter men are crying out against the teach¬ 
ing now in vogue at their Alma Mater; 
and certainly the Baptists of New York 
and the Northern Baptist Convention 
ought to take seriously the responsibility 
of seeing to it that there is a thorough¬ 
going house cleaning at Rochester Theo¬ 
logical Seminary. 

REFUSED ORDINATION 

Brooklyn Temple Assistant Minister Held 
Too Much ‘^in Abeyance.” 

The Brooklyn Baptist Temple called a 
council to meet in its building, June 16, 
to examine Mr. Milton McGoiTill, as¬ 
sistant to the pastor. Rev. E. L. Dakin, 
D. D. There are seventy churches in 
the Long Island Association, and twen¬ 
ty-five of these responded with forty- 
seven delegates. 

It needs to be stated at the cutset 
that usually the proceedings of a council 
of ordination are considered confidential. 
Regarding this case, however, numerous 
statements have appeared in the public 
press and hence no confidences are 
violated by simply pidnting the facts 
as learned from those present. Tks 
Fundamentalist in no way assumes to 
interpret this incident. 

The Association has an advisory com¬ 
mittee which examines all candidates 
for ordination. If the candidate 
passes, the advisory committee recom¬ 
mends to the church the calling of a 
council. The advisory committee was 
called to meet in Emmanuel Baptist 
Church, June 7. Only five persons re¬ 
ceived notice of this meeting, although 
there are eight living members, the 
ninth having died recently. All the lib¬ 
erals on the committee received notice. 
The three who did not receive notice 
are all conservatives. At the beginning 
of the committee meeting three members 
were present. Five are required for a 
quorum. Nevertheless the three pro¬ 
ceeded to elect Doctor Dakin as a mem¬ 
ber of the committee, he being already 
in the meeting. Another member came 
in later, making five in all, but only 
four legal members, as Doctor Dakin’s 
election was not legal. (At a subse- 

ent meeting of the committee on June 
, with seven members present, the 

majority of the committee felt that it 
was unvrise to approve the election of 
Dr. Dakin, and that the vacancy should 
be allowed to remain until the October 
meeting of the Long Island Association.) 
The advisory committee meeting, thus 
composed of four legal members, pro¬ 
ceeded to examine Mr. McGorrill, passed 
him and recommended to the church the 
calling of a council. 

When the council met the question of 
the irregular meeting of the advisory 
committee v/as brought up, and Doctor 
Dakin explained that the reason for the 
hurried call was that Mr. McGorrill’s 
brother was to be married and Mr. 
McGorrill wished to perform the cere¬ 
mony. 

The council listened to the candidate’s 
views of doctrine couched in beautiful 
and scholastic language, but when ques¬ 
tions were asked upon definite issues it 

was found that in regard to the virgin 
birth, the miracles of Christ, the vicari¬ 
ous atonement, the authority of the 
Bible, the resurrection of our Lord, 
Mr. McGorrill was “holding those things 
in abeyance.” The council decided 
therefore that it was wise to hold his 
ordination in abeyance. The final mo¬ 
tion was to recommend to the church 
that the ordination be postponed. Mr. 
McGorrill has studied in Union Theo¬ 
logical Seminary. 

Baptist Fundamentalism 

(From Brooklyn Daily Eagle, 
June 23, 1923) 

The paster of a Brooklyn church, a 
Baptist, net seeking controversialism, 
and preferring not to seem to seek it, 
but frankly a Fundamentalist, complains 
thus to the Eagle, and partly of the 
Eagle: 

“I don’t think the newspapers are 
treating us fairly. We have no ‘stand¬ 
ards’ save those of the New Testa¬ 
ment; we have no ‘creed’ save that 
which the denomination has always 
held. A church without standards 
would not be a church. Why criticize 
the failure to ordain immediately a 
young man who has not yet determined 
what he believes? Y/as not the coarse 
taken in the Baptist Temple case logi¬ 
cal? Was it harmful to anyone? I 
cannot see how any other policy could 
have been pursued.” 

There are doubtless some clergymen 
and many laymen who feel the same 
way; one deacon expresses himself in 
a letter in another column today. Some 
keep silence because they think it’s like 
going to law before the ungodly to 
argue anything in the secular press. 
The trend of the non-religious, or at 
least non-sectarian, newspapers is strong 
toward whatever is branded “liberal¬ 
ism.” That the point of view of the 
older orthodox people is too often lost 
sight of may be conceded. 

In the Baptist denomination the big 
givers are mostly liberals or modernists. 
The feeling that because of their gifts 
they are claiming the privilege of influ¬ 
encing the denomination’s educational 
institutions and its doctidnal trend is 
not unaccompanied by I’esentment, re¬ 
sentment which, just or unjust, is easy 
to understand. Those who think they 
are holding fast the faith once delivered 
to the saints, also think they are defy¬ 
ing the “monev po%ver.” The financial 
tangle of the Northern Baptists, spring¬ 
ing out of connection ■with the Church 
World Movement, a connection urged by 
the big givers, is the subject of com¬ 
ment. It is held by Fundamentalists 
that the Southern Baptists, less affected 
by modernism, took the wiser course 
and are financially in better shape for 

doing so. Many elements enter into 
such a controversy. Those who would 
still follow John Bunyan in “The Pil¬ 
grim’s Progress” and stick close to what 
Adcniram Judson preached to the 
heathen believe that the Baptist Church 
as such, the Church of Roger Williams 
and of religious liberty, has still a rea¬ 
son for existence. That Bunyan and 
Judson, like Roger Williams, never 
doubted the Virgin Birth of Christ may 
be taken for granted. 

So much for the Fundamentalists. If 
they are narrow it is because they see 
force in a nan'ow mill-race, with a high 
dam. The Eagle at least is not incUned to 
deny the dynamic part they are playing 
in the thought of a century much given 
to opportunism and latitudinarianism. 

Loyalty to an Unmutilatsd Bible. 
(Continued from Page 4.) 

supernatural character, who lend a 
friendlier ear to current winds of teach¬ 
ing than to its clear, consistent, change¬ 
less ■witness to the salvation that is 
through the death and resurrection of 
the Lord Jesus Christ, ax’e, ipso facto, 
precluded from lasting leadership of the 
real church of Christ in this land. 

On October 23, 1S21, in the “Old 
First” (Presbyterian) Church, New 
York City, there was preached a ser¬ 
mon by a well-known theological 
teacher, in which he held up to mirth 
and scorn the Bible record of God’s 
wondrous doings amongst His chosen 
people in ancient days, laughed at “the 
pre-scientific view of the world in the 
Hebrew Scriptures,” at “fishes swallow¬ 
ing men,” at “the left-overs of mediae¬ 
val theology” and our “belated hymns,” 
and gave the impression that the 
preaching of a Gospel in China based 
upon the trustworthiness of the whole 
Bible as history was “backward-looking 
obscurantism, impossible of acceptance 
by an educated mind.” 

I declare 'W'ith all the energy of my 
being that such teaching as that, such 
giving the lie to God’s great Book, such 
contemptuous rejection of that simple 
faith in God’s Word which intelligent 
people who are supporting the mission¬ 
ary enterprise at the base in the West, 
and we who are pushing it here, are 
presenting from the pages of that Book, 
such teaching is a doomed thing. Let 
no one di'eam that men or women, how¬ 
ever brilliant or disciplined in mind, can 
hold any permanent leadership in the 
missionary movement or in the living 
church in China, who proffer spiritual 
negations of the Sadducean sort, a 
mutilated Bible, and the denial of its 
central teaching—Christ crucified (and 
risen again) in the place of you and me 
and for the sins of the world. 

Does the Bible really mean it when it says that we should 



to your attention, to accompany us. 
The delegation, therefore, is made up 
of both pastors and laymen. We are 
all Baptists, we are all contributors 
to the work of the Foreign Mission 
Society of the Northern Baptist Con¬ 
vention, and therefore we are a part 
of your constituency. Consequently, 
we come as friends and as ardent 
advocates of the Christian mission¬ 
ary movement. 

We are, however, burdened and 
distressed at the present time by cer¬ 
tain information that has come to us 
from several different quarters, which 
seems to indicate that what is called 
“Modernism”—that is, the rational¬ 
istic and radical religious ideas of 
to-day—is now prevalent on the for¬ 
eign mission fields, as well as in the 
homeland. We have made sacrifices 
in the past to support our foreign 
missionary enterprise with our pray¬ 
ers, our efforts, and our means, and 
we desire to continue so to do. We 
cannot, however, conscientiously con¬ 
tinue to support our missionary en¬ 
terprise with that zeal, enthusiasm 
and joy which characterized us in 
other days until these wrong condi¬ 
tions are either disproved or removed. 
We are willing to give of our best to 
advancing the ijme cause of Christ 
in the world, but we are not willing 
to give of our means and efforts ana 
then to find that our gifts, instead 
of advancing the Baptist cause 
through the propagation of New 
Testament Christianity, are being 
employed to tear down that cause, 
and to propagate religious theories 
and methods of work that are founded 
on what we regard as a highly de¬ 
structive and anti-Biblical philosophy. 

You will understand, therefore, 
that our sole desire in coming and 
making the requests that we wish to 
make is that we may reach a true 
understanding of facts as they really 
are, and be in position to take intelli¬ 
gent and right action founded upon 
facts. 

The information that has come to 
us, which se6?ns to indicate the wrong 

<coadi'tei>»Jiu"Jiwlgri«CL~to, has come fz^m 
several sources; some of it directly 
from the foreign field, some of it 
through reports that are now well 
known in the denomination, and some 
of it from other sources. We be¬ 
lieve that it is for the best interests 
of the cause, as v/ell as necessary for 
our own peace of mind and continued 
enthusiasm in advancing the foreign 
mission enterprise, either to he able 
to verify the information which has 
been given zis from these several 
sources, or to be in a position to deny 
that there is any ground for the 
things that have been told us. 

Acting, therefore, upon your in¬ 
vitation for any who are thus dis¬ 
tressed to come directly to you for 
facts, we request the privilege, as a 
part of your constituency, to see cer¬ 
tain correspondence which is in your 
files. With this end in view, we have 
brought with us clerical helpers, so 
that the abstracts from the mes can 
be made expeditiously and accurately, 
thereby precluding the possibility of 
any future misunderstanding as to 
the facts. 

The securing of the information 
that we desire will take but a com¬ 
paratively short time, and if your 
file clerks here can give us access to 
the records that we desire to see, the 
matters which we wish will be copied 
from them without removing them 
from the office here, and no use, of 
course, of such matter will be made 
that is not entirely honorable and 
above board. We will say also that 
we will be greatly relieved and deeply 
pleased if we find that there is no 
ground for the statements that have 
been made to us. 

We agree in advance that any or 
all members of the Officers’ Council 
shall be present when the files are 
examined, and that any copy made 
shall be left in the custody of the 
Officers’ Council for future reference 
by either side. 

There are some considerations in 
the situation which make prompt ac¬ 
tion, both from our side and from 
your side, highly desirable, as rumors 
concerning these things are wide¬ 

spread in the denomination and are 
increasing daily. We will appreciate 
it, therefore, if while we are here 
to-day, the workers whom we have 
brought with us are allowed to make 
the copies that we desire under our 
supervision and with the cooperation 
of your own representatives. 

(Signed) John Roach Straton. 

The Officers’ Council, at the end of 
the long discussion over this request, as 
given above, gave their final answer that 
they would not permit us to look at the 
parts of the files that we desired to 
see, though our only desire was simply 
to be able to verify the facts, or else 
to deny the allegations, as we did not 
want to go before the Board or before 
the denomination with any mere i-umors 
unsubstantiated by us. 

The Officers’ Council made it clear 
also, in replying to us, that if we wished 
the matter presented to the Board of 
Managers they would -present it for -us. 
There was a seeming purpose, which 
was manifest to our entire delegation, 
to get the matter completely into their 
hands, so that it could be referred to a 
committee doubtless, or smoothed over 
in some other way. We urged upon the 
Officers’ Council the imperative need of 
immediate action in view of the fact 
that the vacation season was coming on 
and many of the brethren were going 
to Stockholm, including officers of the 
Society. We pointed out that any talk 
about the rumors of these and other con¬ 
ditions in the Society, which have been 
going the rounds for weeks, would injure 
the cause, and, therefore, there ought not 
to be any delay. In the face of all these 
considerations, however, our respectful 
and earnest request was refused. In 
other words, we were denied the right 
that any stockholder of any corpora¬ 
tion in New York has to examine the 
i'ecords for himself where things that 
may touch his interests are concerned. 

At the meeting of our Baptist Funda¬ 
mentalist League, on June 18, it was 
unanimously voted, upon recommenda¬ 
tion of the Executive Committee, that 
this entire matter be laid before the 
Foreign Mission Board at_its meeting on 
Juhe^B, and that we request from them 
the right to look into the files, in order 
that the real facts in this case may be 
established one way or the other. 

Some of these matters have already 
gotten into the secular newspapers. We 
feel, therefore, that we ought to give the 
full facts in the case, with copies of the 
documents, that all who are interested 
may have the full truth, and not some 
distorted or partial statements. We feel 
that this is necessary, not only for the 
work’s sake but for the sake of Miss 
Henshaw and others. 

These are the facts up to the present 
time, and in the next issue of The 
Fundamentalist we will tell our read¬ 
ers frankly about the further develop¬ 
ments in this case. In the meantime we 
close by saying once more that there is 
a supreme obligation upon all Baptists 
to demand that v/rong conditions on the 
foreign fields shall be righted, and that if 
there are men preaching and teaching in 
heathen lands who are not loyal to the 
fundamentals of Christianity and the 
simplicities of our Baptist faith, they 
should be immediately recalled, and that 
the money given by faithful Baptists to 
advance Christ’s cause in the world shall 
not be used in any such deceitful way to 
tear do’ivn that cause. 

Autocracy and Secrecy. 

Just as we go to press we wish to 
let our readers know that a group of 
Baptist pastors and laymen, represent¬ 
ing our Baptist Fundamentalist League, 
went to the American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society’s headquarters at 276 
Fifth Avenue, Thursday evening, June 
28, to meet the Board of Managers. 
The chairman of the meeting, from the 
very beginning, adopted an attitude of 
secrecy and autocracy, thereby obstruct¬ 
ing any fair investigation. For the 
most part, the Board seemed to support 
him in all of this. We regard these 
things as contrary to all Baptist prin¬ 
ciple and pi'actice. After a four-hour 
session, lasting until nearly midnight, 
our committee came away determined 
to demand a thorough investigation. As 
we want our people to be informed, we 

propose to devote most of the next 
issue of The Fundamentalist to this 
important matter. We would like to 
have this number reach at least every 
Baptist pastor and many laymen in the 
Northern Baptist Convention, but we 
cannot do this without help from friends, 
as it will mean a largely increased ex¬ 
penditure. If, during the next two 
weeks we receive contributions sufficient 
to cover the cost of having such a large 
edition printed, we will do so. If our 
readers desire extra copies for distri¬ 
bution, it would be well to send us 
orders in advance. The subscription 
price is one dollar a year or ten cents 
for single copies. 

THE LARAWAY CASE 
Brother and Sister Laraway, after 

several years of faithful and efficient 
service on the foreign field, felt im¬ 
pelled, for conscience sake, to issue a 
statement concerning the increasing 
prevalence of modernism and radicalism 
among the missionaries in foreign lands. 
They named several of the missionaries 
of the Northern Baptist Convention and 
made specific statements concerning 
their teaching. 

These statements from Brother and 
Sister Laraway were printed in several 
Amencan religious papers, and they 
were given in part in The Funda¬ 
mentalist. Representatives of our 
Foreig^n Mission Societies thereupon is¬ 
sued a statement in wliich they denied 
the assertions made by Brother and Sis¬ 
ter Laraway. In the effort to impeach 
and discredit them as witnesses, they 
even reflected upon their moral in¬ 
tegrity. There is another side, however, 
to this entire matter, which ought to be 
given to our brotherhood. The Funda¬ 
mentalist, therefore, is devoting a 
little space to this matter in this issue. 

Far from it being true that Brother 
and Sister Larav/ay are unworthy or 
dishonest, we have direct testimony 
from those who know them that they 
are thoroughly consecrated, able and de¬ 
voted servants of our Lord Jesus Christ. 
The statements issued by the Foreign 
Mission Society seek to bring an issue 
of truthfulness between Dr. Torrey and 
Brother Laraway, but such a handling 
of the matter will not satisfy any fair 
mind. It is entirely possible that Dr. 
Torrey made the remaik that was ac¬ 
credited to him by Brother Laraway, 
and simply has forgotten it; or it may, 
of course, be possible that Brother Lara¬ 
way misunderstood the remark of Dr. 
Torrey. But to endeavor to make out 
these servants of Jesus as falsifiers be¬ 
cause they have made a consistent and 
detei-mmed effort to throw light on con¬ 
ditions on the foreign field is unworthy 
of any great organization, especially one 
devoted to Christian service. Some of 
our strong Baptist people in the North 
who know Mr. and Mrs. Laraway have 
borne their testimony that they are both 
devoted, trust'vcrthy and able people, 
and brethren in other communions have 
boime a like testimony. We have, 
for example, in a personal letter from 
Dr. Robert H. Glover, who is the Director 
of Missionary Course at the Moody Bible 
Institute in Chicago, strong statements 
concerning Brother Laraway. The letter 
from which the following extract is taken 
was read by Dr. Gray, the Dean of the 
Moody Bible Institute of Chicago, before 
it was mailed to us, and he has indorsed 
the statements of Brother Glover with 
reference to Mr. and Mrs. Laraway, and 
said that these statements express his 
feelings concerning these friends. Brother 
Glover says: 

‘T have known Mr. Laraway inti¬ 
mately for a number of years. We were 
missionaries together in Central China 
for six or seven years, most of that time 
on the same station of Wuchang. He 
also lived with us in our home for a 
time. I think perhaps two years. I 
found Mr. Laraway a man of true Chris¬ 
tian character and high principles. He 
acquired a good knowledge of the 
Chinese language and did good mission¬ 
ary work. He shrank from taking re¬ 
sponsible charge of a station, preferring 
itinerant evangelistic work, and, since 
he was then unmarried, this seemed fit- 

(Oontlnued on Page 8.) 

‘^earnestly contend for the faith**? What will you do about it? 



HAS DR. JOHN M. MOORE BEEN MISREPRESENTED 
BY THE FUNDAMENTALIST? 

In our issue of May 15 we copied ex¬ 
actly from the "Brooklyn Eagle” of 
May 8th certain statements which Dr. 
John M. Moore, pastor of Marcy Avenue 
Baptist Church, Brooklyn, was reported 
to have made in an address before tlie 
Central Yo\mg Men’s Christian Associa¬ 
tion of Brooklyn. Statements have been 
made by Dr. Moore that these quota¬ 
tions from the "Eagle” were not an ac¬ 
curate report of what he said. 

V/e also had a letter from Mr. W. G. 
Boyle, Associate Executive Secretary of 
the Young Men’s Christian Association 
of Brooklyn with reference to the quo¬ 
tations which we printed from the 
“Brooklyn Eagle” in our May issue. 
Mr. Boyle wrote as follows: 

"You will appreciate the fact that 
a newspaper reporter is not always 
careful to correctly report a speaker, 
and, In this instance, neither the 
form nor the spirit of the statement 
conformed to that which character¬ 
ized Dr. Moore’s talk. I think it 
only fair to Dr. Moore for you to 
publish the fact in the next issue of 
your paper, in order that no one 
might be misled by a report from a 
news gatherer who is not particu¬ 
larly interested in preserving the 
spiritual aspect of the address.” 

It will be observed from this note 
that Mr. Boyle does not deny that Dr. 
Moore made the statements attributed 
to him, but merely says that the "form” 

' and "spirit” did not "conform” to Dr. 
Moore’s talk. Furthermore, Dr. Moore 
did not correct the statements in the 
"Eagle,” and they went out to the world 
just as printed. Moreover, The Funda¬ 
mentalist has signed statements from 
some who heard this address certifying 
that Dr. Moore was correctly quoted. 

As we are as anxious as Mr. Boyle 
or any one else that no one should be 
"misled” by any reports that have been 
given out with reference to the utter¬ 
ances of Dr. Moore, we now wish to give 
additional ouotations from Dr. Moore 
just as revolutionary as those printed in 
the "Eagle,” and these quotations are 
over his otvn signature. The reporter 

who furnished us with the following mat¬ 
ter wrote Dr. Moore, submitting these ex¬ 
tracts to him, and Dr. Moore 0. K.’d and 
sigrned them, after making some penciled 
changes, and, as 0. K.’d by Dr. Moore, 
the statements made in an address at the 
Central Young Men’s Christian Associa¬ 
tion in Brooklyn on Monday night, May 
28th, 1923, were as follows: 

“Our subject is, ‘What and Where 
Is God?' Jesus is the way to God. 
There are three persons in the God¬ 
head, so the old creeds say, but three 
persons can’t be one person if the 
word person is used in the same 
sense, any more than two and two 
can make more than four. The ma¬ 
terial for the doctrine of the Trinity 
is found in the Scripture, but you 
don't find in the Scripture any 
wrought-out doctrine of the Trinity. 
My idea of the relation of Christ to 
God may be illustrated by letting 
the ocean represent God and the 
Mediterranean Sea represent Christ. 
The Mediterranean is all of the ocean 
that can be poured into those land 
limits, just as Christ is all of God 
that can he expressed through a hw- 
man personality. Christ and God 
are not identical terms. God was in 
Christ, is the Scriptural way of say¬ 
ing it. The story of Adam and Eve 
I do net regard as a record of his¬ 
torical fact, I do not think of the 
story of Adam and Eve as literally 
true, but rather as a pictorial repre¬ 
sentation, suited to primitive minds,” 

It will be observed from the foregoing 
statements that Dr. Moore casts a doubt 
on the Trinity, that he repeats his as¬ 
sertion that Christ was not Gcd, and 
that he declares that the Genesis ac¬ 
count of Adam and Eve are net his¬ 
torical or literally true. Dr. Moore, in 
writing to the reporter who furnished 
us this matter, in O. K.ing the above 
quotations, said to the reporter: “Thank 
you for giving me a chance at this. / 
have no fault to find vnth the reporters. 
They have treated me very zvelU^ (Ital¬ 
ics above ours). We reproduce here this 
penciled note from Dr. Moore in his 
own handwriting, which was as follows: 

In his address at the Young Men’s 
Ckristiaa Association on Monday night, 
June 4, 1923, Dr. Moore made the fol¬ 
lowing statements, all of which we also 
have over his own 0. K. and signature: 

"Our subject is, ‘The Bible.’ Think 
of the Bible as a progressive revela¬ 
tion. That the Bible is infallible in 
the sense of being wholly free from 
error isn’t true, but it will infallibly 
lead a man to God. The Bible makes 
no claim to being infallible. Ecclesi¬ 
astes has no great spiritual value 
and might be dropped out without 

much loss. Some of the Psalms we 
could spare. Jesus set aside part of 
the Old Testament as too low in its 
moral value.” 

It will be observed that Dr. Moore, in 
this utterance, not only questions the in¬ 
fallibility of the Bible, but asserts posi¬ 
tively that the Bible contains some err¬ 
ors. He also says that seme parts of 
the Bible, including entire books, “might 
be dropped out without much loss.” We 
reproduce herewith Dr. Moore’s note 
0,K.ing the above statements over his 
own signature as follows: 

These utterances from Dr. Moore, in 
fact, are exactly in line with what he 
often says before Ministers’ Conferences, 
and even in sermons. For example, in 
a sermon printed in the New York 
Journal of June 25th, 1923, manuscript 
for which Dr. Moore furnished, we find 
this statement: 

“My grandmother taught me to read 
the Bible, and I was deeply impressed 
to read of the marvels of Divine power 
in the long ago. But we have seen far 
more wonderful things.” 

It is indeed enlightening to learn that 
we have “far more wonderful things” 
today than any of the “marvels of 
Divine power” recorded in the Bible! Is 
there any limit to the vanity of the 
"modern mind”? 

We dose this incident by asking how 
Dr. Moore could stand in his pulpit, as 
we have been told he did, and with 
good conscience assert that he had not 
been handled in a Christian way in this 
matter, and how he could thus create 
the impression that he had not said the 
things that had been attributed to him. 
We want to ask also why any Baptist 
preacher in public addresses before a 
Young Men’s Christian Association, or 
anywhere else, has to make statements 
that are understood by these who hear 
them in the way in which these state¬ 
ments of Dr. Moore, as quoted from the 
“Eagle,” were understood. Is there not 
enough of plain, positive Gospel in the 
Word of God for even the radical 
preachers to use without so preaching 
as to plant doubts and actual unbelief 
in the minds of their hearers? 

We wish to ask also, with all due re¬ 
spect for Mr, Boyle, why a Young Men’s 
Christian Association should be having 
such addresses as these delivered under 
their auspices? 

What Genera! Wood Said 
"You can write to your people and 

your religious papers, and tell them to 
send the best they have to these Far 
Eastern mission fields. These people 
need a positive man. They have dortbts 
enough; they do not need to be fed any 
more! If a missionary is uncertain in 
his faith, they will be the first to know 
it and turn away in disappointment, or 
else be led astray—^which is worse. If 
Kipling should say, concerning ‘The 
White Man’s Burden,’ in regard to mere 
physical responsibility for these weaker 
Eastern races, ‘Send forth the best ye 
breed!’ we surely ought to say it, and 
demand it, for the spiritual needs of 
these same people. We need ‘the best 
ye breed’ for this work out here, and 
the natives need that same kind or the 
work will fail.” 

THE LARA WAY CASE. 
(Continued from Page 7.) 

ting and was agreeable to the Mission. 
He also served the Mission most ac¬ 
ceptably for several years as its business 
agent at Hankow, where he bore con¬ 
siderable responsibility and transacted 
much business, both for the Christian 
and Missionary Alliance and also for a 
number of other societies depending 
upon that river port for trans-shipment 
of missionaries and goods, forwarding 
monies, making purchases, etc. In that 
capacity particularly Mr. Larsway won 
the high esteem and appreciation of all 
whom he served, as repeated testimonials 
bore evidence. I kept track of Mr. Lar¬ 
away during his period of evangelistic 
work in America, and when later he re¬ 
turned to China to labor in some inde¬ 
pendent Baptist connection, as I under¬ 
stand, in the North. A few letters were 
exchanged between us. Since his return 
again to America on furlough I have 
twice seen him as he has passed East 
and West through Chicago, and have had 
short seasons of fellowsMp with him. 
He appeared to me to have matured in 
character and experience, and to be a 
missionary of sound judgment, broad¬ 
mindedness and good average ability.” 

It seems distressing, in the face of 
such testimony from those who know 
them best, that these servants of our 
Ixird should have aspersions cast even 
upon their character by our missionary 
society, for no other oifense than trying 
in faithfulness to turn the light on con¬ 
ditions on the foreign field, in order that 
our Lord’s cause there may not be be¬ 
trayed and the people misled through 
false teachings. 

Do not lag in the fight. Subscribe for The Fundamentalist Today. 
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Modernism and our Foreign Mission Society 
A Reply to Dr. Lerrigo and a Brief Statement of the Real Facts 

By Rev. John Roach Straton, D. D. 

For the Executive Committee of the Baptist Fundamentalist League of Greater New York, and 
Vicinity for Ministers and Laymen. 

Dr. P. H. J. Lerrigo, Home Sec¬ 
retary of the Foreign Mission Society, 
issued recently a statement under the 
heading “Policy of Our Foreign Mission 
Society,” in which he gave an account of 
the request of our Baptist Fundament¬ 
alist League Executive Committee to 
examine, with representatives of the 
Foreign Mission Society, a few letters 
from the foreign fields which are in the 
files of the Society. Dr. Lerrigo’s 
statement of the visits to the Board 
rooms of our Executive Committee and 
the ministers and laymen who went with 
us was decidedly surprising to us all, 
and we feel that it did not accurately 
or adequately set forth the true situa¬ 
tion. Dr. Lerrigo’s statement^ was con¬ 
spicuous largely for its omissions. 

Dr. Lerrigo omitted entirely to give 
any statement concerning what led 
up to the request of our Executive Com¬ 
mittee to see these letters. He did not 
state in his article that the first step in 
this matter was taken by an individual, 
Misa Bertha D. Henshaw, who is a mem¬ 
ber of Calvary Baptist Church, New 
York, and who for three years was em¬ 
ployed by the Foreign Mission Society 
in the home offices here in New York. 

For eight years Miss Henshaw was a 
missionary in China under another 
Board. She had been detained at home 
on furlough because of domestic condi¬ 
tions which are beyond her control. Feel¬ 
ing that the nearest thing to service on 
the foreign field itself would be work 
with a foreign mission society, she ac¬ 
cepted a position with our Society, and 
for three years labored faithfully and 
most efficiently, according to the state¬ 
ments made by Dr. FranKlin himself, our 
Foreign Mission Secretary, under whose 
immediate direction Miss Henshaw 
worked. 

Miss Eertshaw has stated that she 
saw so many evidences of the prevalence 
of Modernism on the foreign field and 
also in the home office, that she felt at 
last a conscientious conviction that she 
could no longer work with the Foreign 
Mission Society. She states that she 
called attention several times to these 
wong conditions, and prayed earnestly 
that things might be changed, but noth¬ 
ing was done, and she finally left the 
Society because of these conRcientious 
scruples, feeling that her work there was 
not building up the Lord’s true cause, 
but was being used to tear down this 
cause in the interest of Modernism. 

A Surprising Reversal 
She desired a final interview with Dr. 

Franklin upon these matters, hoping that 
as a result some action might be taken 

to turn on the light and better condi¬ 
tions. She could not see Dr. Franklin, 
however, until after she had left, as he 

Before Miss Henshaw left the Society, 
Dr. Franklin vohintarily gave her a 
strong letter of commendation both as 

God’s Word on the Methods of Modernism | 

“But there were false prophets also among the people, even 

as there shall be false teachers among you, who privily shall 

bring in damnable heresies, even denying the Lord that 

bought them, and bring upon themseives swift destruction. I 
And many shall follow their pernicious ways; by reason of | 

whom the way of truth shall be evil spoken of.*’ (II Peter 

2:1,2.) 

“Now the Spirit speaketh expressly that in the latter 

times some shall depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing 

spirits and doctrines of devils; speakmg lies In hypocrisy; 

having their conscience seared with a hot iron.” (I Timothy 

4:1, 2.) 

“Earnestly contend for the faith which was once delivered 

unto the saints. For there are certain men crept in unawares, 

who were before of old ordained to this condemnation, un¬ 

godly men, turning the grace of our God into lasciviousness, 

and denying the only Lord God, and our Lord Jesus Christ,” 

(Jude 3, 4.) 

was out of the city at the time she was 
leaving the employ of the Society. When 
he returned to tlie city she was granted 
an interview with him in which she laid 
before him, as she had done in part be¬ 
fore, all of these matters which were on 
her mind and heart. She called Dr. 
Franklin’s attention to specific instances 
in the correspondence from missionari^ 
or teachers on the foreign field, which 
seemed to her to prove that they were 
Modernists aud to a greater or lesser de¬ 
gree unbelievers in the old truth, and 
also that subtle deceit was being em¬ 
ployed to hide the real conditions from 
the constituency of the Foreign Mission 
Society. She then ashed Dr. Franklin 
to grant her the ’privilege of appearing 
before the Foreign Mission Board it¬ 
self. that she might bring to their auc¬ 
tion the wrong conditions with which 
she ions familiar, in order that they 
themselves might take whatever steps 
were necessary to get to the bottom 
of the situation and to right the wrong 
conditions. But thAs reasonable request 
was not granted by Dr. Franklin, 

to her ability and her fidelity. This letter 
was given without the slightest hint or 
suggestion on the part of Miss Hensliaw, 
and was simply a recognition of her 
unusual and most capable and efficient 
service'. After the above mentioned in¬ 
terview, however, between herself and 
Dr, Franklin, Miss Henshaw was sur- 

' prised to receive a eurt note a few days 
j later from him requesting her to return 
j the letter of recommendation which he 

had voluntarily given her. 
After leaving the Foreign Mission So¬ 

ciety Miss Henshaw accepted the position 
as Executive Secretary of our Baptist 
Fundamentalist League of Greater New 
York and Vicinity, but she took the step-s 
outlined above withoxit having stated to 

I the members of our Executive CJoramittee 
I the facts with which she was familiar. I! She acted on hei" oum initifitive entirely 

and only for conscienoe’s sake. 
When she received this note from Dr. 

Franklin, however, she felt that she must 
seek advice in the matter as to what she 
should do. She went, therafore. to the 

i President of the Baptist Fundamentalist 

League, Dr. John Roach Straton, and 
told him just what had happened, and, 
upon Dr. Straton’s suggestion, the matter 
was then laid before the Executive Com¬ 
mittee of our League, that their counsel 
and advice might be asked. They voted 
unanimously that Miss Henshaw should 
not return her testimonial to Dr. Frank¬ 
lin, and they felt that the League itself 
had a duty to discharge in the matter, 
as this extraordinary action on the part 
of Dr. Franklin brought to their atten¬ 
tion, of necessity, some of the things with 
which Miss Henshaw was familiarj both 
as to Modernism and rationalism both 
among the officers of the Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society and on the foreign field. 

Upon its face, the action of Dr. Frank¬ 
lin in demanding of Miss Henshaw that 
she return the letter of recommendation 
that be had voluntarily given her seem¬ 
ed to indicate a purpose on his part to 
put himself in a position where he could 
discount any evidence that she might 
give of wrong conditions among the offi¬ 
cers of the Society or on the foreign 
field, as bad been done in the case of 
such workers for the Lord as Brother 
and Sister Larasvay. Certainly, under all 
the circumstances, that would be the most 
natural motive to prompt an action so 
unusual and extraordinary. 

And Miss Hensliaw states that in the 
course of her conversation with Dr. 
Franklin he did threaten her in a mild 
way, saying to her as she was speaking 
to him about these things, that “he 
would tell her what they would say about 
her.” When this remark was made, Miss 
Henshaw states that she had not hinted 
that she intended to say anything to any 
one else, and the only intimation of such 
a purpose was in the request to be per¬ 
mitted to make a statement before a 
joint meeting of the Board of Managers 
of the Foreign Mission Society and the 
Executive Committee of the Baptist Fun¬ 
damentalist League. She has told us that 
when she told Dr. Franklin that she had 
always tried to be loyal to the Society, 
and he replied that they would expect 
her still to be loyal, she had said that 
she would be loyal to the Lord but not to 
Modernism. But if there is no Modern¬ 
ism in the work of the Society, as has 
been emphatically stated many times, 
this remark could not be construed as a 
purpose to say anything about the So¬ 
ciety that would be embarrassing to its 
representatives. 

The Meeting With the Officers’ 
Coimcil 

The Executive Committee of our Bap¬ 
tist Fundamentalist T.«ague, therefore, 
with all of this light before them, sought 
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and obtained a hearing before the Offi¬ 
cers’ Council of the Foreign ilission So¬ 
ciety, which has full charge of the office 
records, etc. We approached the Officers’ 
Council first in the hope that the matter 
could be held there and need not go any 
further, as we did not wish publicity 
about it, knowing that publicity would 
probably hurt the cause. Our request of 
the Officers’ Council was simply that w-e 
be allowed with them, to look at a few 
letters in the files which had to do with 
alleged wrong conditions at home and on 
the foreign field, which had distressed 
Miss Henshaw, and also other letters 
which dealt with what seemed to be 
other wrong conditions about which we 
had learned fromi other sources than the 
information given by Miss Henshaw. We 
told the Council that we came as friends 
and not as foes, that we were all Bap¬ 
tists—ministers and laymen—and all 
contributors to the foreign mission work. 

After a long discussion, lasting nearly 
three hours, during which time practi¬ 
cally all of the pastors and laymen in 
our delegation emphatically expressed 
their judgment that what we were asking 
was entirely legitimate and proper and 
stated their earnest desire to serve the 

cause hy getting at the facts, the request 
was finally emphatically refused by the 
Officers’ Council. Our desire was either 
to verify the alleged facts or to put our¬ 
selves in a position where we could deny 
tliat there was any ground for the thing's 
which had been reported to us. 

Our entire delegation of ministers and 
laymen felt that we were not met in an 
open and fraternal fashion by the Officers’ 
Council. There was a resort to diplo¬ 
macy; there was an element of evasion 
upon which laymen and ministers alike 
commented: and there icas also a .’seem¬ 
ing de.sire on the part of the Officers’ 

Oonneil to hold the matter in their oum 

hands. Tn their written reply to us. 
they advised us that if we m'shed the 
matter to come before the Board of 
Managers, they — the Officers’ Council — 
would present it for us. Tliere M’as evi 
dent to our delegation a purpose tn get 
the matter completely into their hands, 
seemingly that it might be referred to 
a committee, and pigeon-holed or smooth¬ 
ed over in some other way. In view 0/ 
the fact that we had stated to the Offi¬ 
cers’ Oouncil franldy that some of them 

might he involved in the disclosures, 
we did not feel that this was either 

straightforward on their part or a logi¬ 
cal and reasonable settlement of the 
matter from our side. 

Tn our appearance before the Officers’ 
Council, we did not make application to 
“examine certain correspondence files of 
the Society.” as Dr. Tycrrigo says. 
On the other hand, we explicitly and re¬ 
peatedly assured the brethren that we 
had not come on a “fishing expedition.” 
We did not request the privilege of rum¬ 
maging indiscriminately through the 
files of the Society in the hope of find¬ 
ing something, or even of verifying any 
vague rumors that had come to our 
licaring. Dr. Lerrigo’s statement about 
this matter, therefore, is utterly mis¬ 
leading. Tihat we did was tn request 
that a fan specific letters he iaJern 

mt of the files in order that our group 
and the Officers’ Oouncil jointly might 

see whether or not the matters alleged 
were really in the letters. 

Tf this had been done and wc hod not 
found the things alleged, the whole mat¬ 
ter would have stopped right there, and 
we said to the brethren that we earnest¬ 
ly hoped that such would be the case. 
Our desire to get at the facts before tak¬ 
ing any further steps was logical and 
entirely proper. We did not wish either 
to go before the Board of Managers, the 
Northern Baptist Convention, or the de¬ 
nomination at large simply with alleged 
statements. Before taking any steps m'c 
wanted to substantiate tlie facts. If the 
letters had been produced and the alle¬ 
gations made to us had been substan¬ 
tiated by the letters, then we proposed 

still to move loithin the Society itself 
and to prcserit what we had found to the 
Board of Managers for them to adjust 
unth the best interests of our holy cause 
in mind. But tlie Officers’ Coiincil refused 
to grant our request, and thereby ren¬ 
dered our intended course impossible. 

The Meeting With the Board 
We then sought for ourselves an inter¬ 

view witli the Board of Managers of the 
Foreign Mission Society. This inter¬ 
view was granted, and our delegation 
appeared before the Board of Managers, 
as Dr. Lerrigo states, on the 28th 
of June. Before this meeting, however, 
we had evidences that the Officers’ Coun¬ 
cil had been in correspondence with the 
Board, and the matter had been present¬ 
ed to the members of the Board from the 
stand-point of the Officers’ Council. Ws 
did not feel, and do not now feel, that 
this was a fair or proper thing for the 
Officers’ Council to have done. We feel 
tliat we should have been granted the 
right of appearing before the Board and 
stating the situation for ourselves, as in 
the very nature of the ease the Officers’ 
Council, in their correspondence with 
the individual members of the Board, 
could not adequately present our side of 
the situation as well as their own. 

We received letters from some of the 
Board, therefore, before we met them, 

indicating that they had reached a con¬ 
clusion on the matter before they had 
heard us at all; and token toe appeared 

before the Board on the it became 
evident to our entire delegation—about 
thirty faithful ministers and laymen— 
that we were appealing to a jury whose 

minds ioere already made up, though 
they had not heard a single word about 

the case from our side at all. Before 
the spokesman for our party, for ex¬ 
ample, had had an opportunity to say a 
word or to read a brief written state¬ 
ment setting forth the purposes of our 
visit, the acting Chairman of the Board 
made a lengthy statement in which he 
argued the case, expressed his personal 
opposition to what we were seeking, and 
did what he could seemingly to influence 
the Board to his position. 

We have with great regret, therefore, 
and genuine distress to record that our 
entire delegation felt that we were not 
dealt with in a fair and frank manner 
cither by the Chairman or by the mem¬ 
bers oi the Board there present. The 
Chairman not only, as stated above, ar¬ 
gued the case and set forth his oym op¬ 
position to our request before he had 

heard one single utord from vs, hut lie 
had throughout what appeared to our 
entire delegation a prejudiced and sar¬ 
castic attitude. He referred, for ex¬ 
ample, to the remarks of one member 
of our delegation as his “oration.” and 
more than once during the interview we 
had to call the attention of the Board 
to the fact that the Chairman seemed in¬ 
clined to put upon our statements a 
construction that they did not at all 
warrant. Some members of the Board 
during the discussion showed the same 
spirit. Tliey showed a certain degree 
of heat. One of the brethren charged 
that we had come to them and made 
“threats.” but patiently and fairly we 
met and answered these allegations with 
the facts. We made no threats Wc 
simply stated to the Board our own con¬ 
viction that unless these matters were 
dealth with tn the open ana fn a thor¬ 
oughgoing and franJo uuiy they would 
inevitably lead to a cutting off of sub¬ 
scriptions, and we believe that to be true. 
The Correspondence Not Confidential 

As to Dr. Ticrrigo’s main argument 
in his statement, that a large pro¬ 
portion of the correspondence of the 
Foreign Mission Society is “carried on 
under the definite pledge of confidence”, 
and that all of it i.s “tacitly understood 
to be for the scrutinv of the properly con¬ 
stituted officers and the Board onh/.” T 
will any that our entire delegation felt 
that these arguments were altogether be¬ 
side the mark. In fact, the statements 

of Dr. Lerrigo in this connection are 
misleading. It was brought out during 
our hearing that no resolution had ever 
been passed that the correspondence could 
not under any circumstances be seen by 
representatives of the constituency of the 
Foreign Mission Society. Furthermore, it 
is known that the correspondence files 
are open to every one in the offices, and 
these very letters have been scrutinized 
by others than the “properly constituted 

officers” and the “Board.” We are told 
that the general correspondence files are 
open to every one in the office, who has 
occasion to use them, where are employ¬ 
ed some twenty-five or thirty young 
women representing different denomina¬ 
tions. We are informed that up to last 

fair the Board had in Us employ one 
worldly-minded young woman who loas 
studying for the stagey arid another 

young woman who was goi/ng into Chris¬ 
tian Scienoe was until recently on the 
office staff. Buck employees, who are 
devotees of the dance and other worldly 
amusements have free access to the files. 
It is also known that very few of the 
letters in the general flies are of a con¬ 
fidential nature, and when Dr. Lerrigo 
refers to letters from “young people who 
confide the most intimate details of their 
pxperienee” to those to whom they write, 
he probably has in mind young people 
who write to the Candidate Secretary 
with reference to taking up work on the 
foreign field, and the letters from these 
young people are not in the general files, 

iiuf are kept in special files where they 
can be scrutinized only by the “properly 
constituted officers” and their assistants. 
We are told that most of the specific 
correspondence which our committee 
wishea to see, containing evidences of ra¬ 
tionalism on the foreign field, is kept in 
the Board room, some distance from the 
filing department, wffiere meetings of all 
kinds are held, in drawers without lock 
or key, and easily accessible to almost 
anyone. 

For the Officers’ Gouyioil or the 
Board, therefore, to say that corre¬ 

spondence, which is said to contain 

evidence of religious radicalism, amd 
modernism, is so holy and sacred that 
a group of Baptist preachers and con¬ 

secrated laymen, who are all devoted 
to the foreign mission work and to our 
Lord’s cause, could not be allowed to 

see even portions of it, and that in com¬ 
pany with the Officers’ Council, seems 
to us utterly impossible and absurd upon 

the face of it. 
We told the Officers’ Council, and the 

Board also, that we were not concerned 
with any portions of this correspondence 
that pertained to purely personal mat¬ 
ters. and that no attention would he 
paid to such portions. We had not the 
slightest purpose or desire to pry into 
any personal affair of any missionary. 
Wo were concerned simply with the task 
of finding out, before there was any 
further publicity over the matter, 
whether there were statements in these 
specific letters which showed the pre¬ 
valence of rationalism and radicalism on 
the foreign fields. 

Favored Groups 
Stockholders in corporations liave tlie 

right universally of access to records of 
their corporations, wherever matters 
touching their personal interests are at 
stake. And there are many cases on re¬ 
cord where stockholders have vindicated 
such right and have forced the presen¬ 
tation of such records for the scrutiny of 
those who were concerned. If. now, we 
have reached in our Baptist brotherhood 
a point where letters come in from 
the foreign fields that require so 
much secrecy that Baptist preachers 
and laymen who are giving their 
very lives to the Lord’s work cannot be 
let into the secret, then certainly things 
have come to a sad pass in our denom¬ 
ination. Are rationalism and religious 
radicalism such peculiar things that they 
cannot bear the light of day? And are 
we supporting missionaries on the for¬ 
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eign field whose lives and thoughts can 
be known only to a small group? Arc 
there things in their teachings, which 
they have expressed in their letters, that 
they would not wish the great mass of 
our Baptist people to know? If so, then 
we are at the end of our old-time con¬ 
fidence and fraternity. 

For ourselves, we feel that these things 
are all utterly unseriptural and unbap- 
tistic. Our missionaries should have no 
secrets of a doctrinal character that they 
are not willing to share with the entire 
brotherhood who support them in their 
work on the foreign fields. Every member 
of a Baptist church has a full j-ight of 
access to the records of his church; and 
as, under our Baptist polity the deno¬ 
mination is simply an enlargement of the 
principles of freedom and cooperation, 

which exist in the local church, we be¬ 
lieve that any individual minister or lay¬ 
man has the right of access to the records 
of the denomination, and that to deny 
such right is ecclesiastical overlordship 

and tyranny. We do not believe, either, 
that the great mass of our Baptist people 
in the Northland will stand for this atti¬ 
tude of secrecy and autocracy lohich has 

been adopted by the Officers’ Council, 
and, through their influence, noio by the 

Board of Managei's^ of the Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society. If 30, then we believe that 
our boasted Baptist liberty is at an end, 
and that more and more star chamber 
methods will prevail, and that our people 
will be subjected increasingly to the 
bondage of an ecclesiastical machine. And 

•if all of this is to be done in order 
that Modernism may be protected ami 
a program of social service and humani¬ 
tarian relief, as a substitute for evan¬ 
gelism and soul winning zeal, put across 
on the foreign fields, then w’e hold that 
the time for thoroughgoing houseclean¬ 
ing and correction of these evils has ar¬ 
rived. 

Dr. Franklin’s Demand 
During the hearing on June 28, at one 

point of the discussion, Dr. Franklin, our 
Foreign Mission Secretary, sprang to his 
feet, threw his coat open, smote his chest, 
and said that if our delegation had any 
charges to bring against him he demand¬ 
ed that wa should bring such charge.s 
then and thei’e. Wc met this challenge of 
Dr. Franklin definitely by the statement 
that loe were ready then and there to 
reduce our charges to writing, and 
that, if need be, ice loould stay there 

all night in order to reduce the 
charges to writing and to present 

them to the Board. The Chairman of the 
Board, however, said that they would not 
stay to hear such charges, and the Board 
tKen voted to adjourn. 

It is somewhat amusing, therefore, to 
find Dr. Lerrigo, in his statement, 
saying that our group—the Fundament¬ 
alists—ought to submit to them in writ¬ 
ing our charges, and that we ought to be 
“entirely frank” w’ith them, and that 
we luivc refused to do this. The truth of 
the matter is, as just stated, that we 
told the Board—and repeated and re¬ 
emphasized it, in order that the meeting 
should not close with Dr. Franklin’s 
dramatic challenge unanswered—that we 
would then and there present such charg¬ 
es in writing, and the Board itself and 

the Officers declined to tarry tn order 

that our charges might b£ preferred. 

Wo therefore say to our Baptist brother¬ 
hood that the shoe is on the other foot, 
and that what w’e desire is that the 
Officers’ Council and the Board of Man¬ 
agers shall deal frankly and fraternally 
with us. 

It is impossible to imagine such scenes 
as occurred in the Board room during 
our visits, back in the old days and un¬ 
der the old Board. Tf such a delegation 
ns ours, for example, had approached Dr. 
Mabie and his co-laborers we know what, 
the result would have been. There would 
have been an instant and hearty re-sponse 
to our fraternal and loving approach. Dr. 
Mabie would have opened wide his arms, 
and would have said, “Certainly breth- 
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ren, come iu and help yourselves. You 
are a part of us. We are all one body. 
We have no overlords. We have uo littio 
groups oi Haptists who Jiave a nglit to 
certain things that all other Jiaptiscs 
cannot share. Come in, brethren, and. wc 
will join you in going to the bottom of 
these matters that have caused you dis¬ 
tress and discourageuient.” if our ad- 
egation IkuI been met in ang such spirit 
as that the are firm -mi the belief that 
these matters could have been aajusted 
ivithout publicitg, and great good there¬ 
by uccoiiiplisheu. 

Will Prefer Charges 
As it is, we are left no choice in the 

premises but to do now in the open what 
the brethren have forced us to do. H e 
tcill prejer our charges. Just ae soon as 
the oUicers and the membere of our 
Board are back from their trip abroad, 
we will have oxir charges in writing and 
will give them opeuly to our denomina¬ 
tion, and let tJie great loyal Baptist 
brotherhood decide what is right in this 
matter and what should be done about 
the distressing situation that has arisen. 
We have no bitterness in our heartsj we 
have only burden and distress. We have 
no desire to cause trouble, but an earnest 
desire to save trouble. Uur whole souls 
are in the foi-eign mission enterprise. 
Some of us have made keen sac¬ 
rifices to give to missions, and we 
have faithfully endeavored to lead our 
people to give liberally and in the spirit 
of sacrifice. We are still willing to give 
of our best of prayer and money and 
effort to advance Christ’s true cause on 
the earth j but we are not willing to 
give one iota of any of these things to 
support religious radicalism, to support 
a> propaganda which is discounting the 
integrity and authority o£ God’s Word, 
which is denying the great fundamentals 
of our holy faith, and which dares not 
show its face openly in. the light of day! 

The Baptist denomination has a right 

to adopt the program of Modernism and 

raiionalisni, if the majority so desire; 
bat our leaders in both the eduoaHonal 
and missionary fields have not the right, 
on the one hand, secretly to advance the 
cause of Modernism in the schools and 
in missions, and at the same time, on 
the other hand, to assure our brother¬ 

hood that all is well and that the old 
faith is being loyally proclaimed at heme 
and abroad. We must come, to a frank 
and open understanding upon these shat¬ 
ters. If the program of Modernism is the 
wish and the desire of a majority of our 
Baptist people, let our leaders frankly 
and openly submit their program to them 
that the majority may so declare their 
will. But if the majority of our people 
are adhei'ente of the old faith, then their 

money ought. not to he secured under 
false pretences, and they ought not to 

be deceived into believing thai^ their 
rifices are advancing the historic Baptist 

faith, lohem in fact such money is being 

used in subtle and insidious imys to 
undermine that feuith and to deliver our 

cause into the hands of the adversary! 

Investigation and Information 
Bureau 

An Investigation and Information 
Bureau haa been established in eonnee- 
tion with our Baptist Fundamentalist 
League. This is in order, that we may 
be able to give authentic information 
with reference to modernistic conditions 
to our friends, and we invite cur read¬ 
ers to cooperate with us in sending us 
information regarding such conditions 
that may come to their attention. There 
is nothing that frightens the adversary 
more than publicity. They fear the 
light of day. Wlien our people write 
to our Societies espressing concern 
about modernistic conditions of which 
they have heard, and requesting infor¬ 
mation, they are not given the full and 
accurate information which they should 
be given. Often misleading statements 
are sent out, or only part information, 
and half the truth is often as bad as 

an untruth. Write us with reference to 
any such matters which may give you 
concern either for publication in THE 
FUNDAMENTALIST, or that we may 
send you this information you desire 
if we are able to do so. 

“The Baptist" 

Mouthpiece of the Radicals I 

Biuce the article on “MODEitNiSAL 
ANU OGit i’OiCEIGN MiBBiON BU- 
GiKTY" (ivhich appears on the first 
page of this issue) was prepared, there 
has come to our attention an euitorial 
which appeared in the July Idth issue 
of "T.SdE BAPTIST”,—theoretically 
the organ of the Northern Baptist Con¬ 
vention. It is common knowledge that 
“THE BAPTIST” is absolutely in con¬ 
trol of the Modernists and is merely 
their mouth-piece. It will be recalled 
that Dr. Fosdick's famous address at¬ 
tacking the great fundamentals of 
Christianity was printed in full in 
'' THE BAPTIBT ’ so that orthodox 
believers who contributed to our deno¬ 
minational funds were forced to help 
circulate heresies that we loathe. The 
manifest injustice of such a partisan 
control of the paper should lead to its 
final overthrow. We print below, for 
the edification of our readers the edit¬ 
orial referred to above. It is a con¬ 
glomeration cf misrepresentations. It 
is'litterly misleading, and was evidently 
written with the hope of discounting 
the damaging evidences of radicalism 
in the Foreign Mission Society now 
being uncovered by the Baptist Fun¬ 
damentalist League. The real facts, 
attested by the thirty loyal followers 
of Christ who composed our fundament¬ 
alist delegation, are printed as a his¬ 
torical record in the article on the first 
page of this issue of THE FUNDA¬ 
MENTALIST. Read how tbis_ out¬ 
rageous editorial from the apologist of 
the Modernists, and see how insidiously 
and cleverly they can twist actual facts, 
with the intent to delude the contribu¬ 
tors to our denominational cheat. 

An Unprecedented Request 
(From “The Baptist”—July 14) 

We ask a veiy careful reading of the 
clear statement on page 740 of this is¬ 
sue, of the meeting between a group of 
thirty representatives of the Fundamen¬ 
talist L^gue of New York and Vicinity 
and the Board of Managers of the Amer¬ 
ican Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 
Doctor Lerrigo, home secretary, makes 
the official statement for the Board, 
showing what led up to the meeting, and 
impartially covering the case. The state¬ 
ment is admii'able in substance and spir¬ 
it, typical of the dignified and Christian 
manner in which an unprecedented issue 
forced upon the board and its officers 
has been met. 

The matter is undoubtedly serious, 
and it is of the-utmost importance that 
the denomination should rightly under¬ 
stand it. We call attention, therefore, 
to some points that should be emphasiz¬ 
ed. 

First, the board of the Forei^ Mission 
Society is not averse to investigation or 
to criticism based on ascertained facts. 
On the contrary it welcomes both, and 
has repeatedly so stated. It has simply 
insisted, rightly, that the criticisms or 
charges must be specific, and that inves¬ 
tigation shall be made by those appoint¬ 
ed and authorized by the agencies to 
which the denomination has entrusted 
these interests. The society recognizes 
fully that it is the denomination en¬ 
gaged in a definite undertaking, and it 
has no desire to function apart from the 
will and the wish of the denomination 
as expressed through its appointed agen¬ 
cies. The society’s board and officers, on 
the other hand, have had a sacred trust 
committed to them and cannot in honor 
abrogate its discharge. 

Second, the request to turn over itd 
files or any portion of them for inspec¬ 
tion by a self-constituted inquisitorial 
group was properly refused for the rea¬ 
sons stated in the board’s unanimous re¬ 
ply to Doctor Straton, the head and 
chief spokesman of the league. The sa¬ 
credness of the confidence involved in the 
correspondence between the secretaries 
and the missionaries cannot be overes¬ 
timated. To violate it would be to de¬ 
stroy the vital and intimate relationship 
which enables tlie board to know its mis¬ 
sionaries and to deal intelligently and 
justly with its widespread and distant 
work. The missionaries are encouraged 
to write to the board secretaries, bar¬ 
ing their hearts, with the assurance that 
their letters will be treated as personal 
and confidential. Tliis has been true of 
the society in all its history. It is true 
of all similar boards, and in the con¬ 
duct of reputable business generally 
where confidential relations exist. 

Third, the refusal does not imply that 
there is anything which the board would 
wish to conceal in its correspondence 
files. Without being informed as to just 
what files were wanted, since the league 
refused to specify unless the request was 
granted in advance — a most singular 
condition —' the secretaries declare that 
they know of nothing in the correspon¬ 
dence that could justify the vague charges 
which have been given wide publicity 
without waiting to secure reliable verifi¬ 
cation. This fact should be made per¬ 
fectly clear, that the board has nothing 
to conceal, but it has a principle of ac¬ 
tion to maintain and. moreover, it haa 
a sacred trust to preserve a normal re¬ 
lationship and mutual confidence be¬ 
tween its missionaries and its secretar¬ 
ies. To cut the cord of confidential 
communication would leave the mission¬ 
aries isolated and bereft, deprived of the 
friendship and advice upon which they 
rely in intimate matters; while it would 
leave the board and its secretaries in 
ignorance of conditions on the field. We 
treat this point at length because it is 
essential. Doctor Straton and his com¬ 
mittee demanded — for the word is not 
too strong in face of the statements 
made to the board and of the scarcely 
veiled threats as to what would follow 
non-eompliance—that the board violate a 
fundamental principle involving its hon¬ 
or and its confidential relations with its 
servants on the foreign fields. 

Fourth, the league members came 
without presenting any specific charges 
against any indivdual, offering on the 
basis of “certain information from sev¬ 
eral different quarters” vague blanket 
charges that “the rationalistic and ra¬ 
dical religious ideas of today are now 
prevalent on the foreign mission fields.” 
Added to this was the declaration made 
to the board by a league spokesman 
that the secretaries knew of these condi¬ 
tions on the field and abetted them, but 
were keeping them concealed from the 
board. Inasmuch, as the board has re¬ 
peatedly sent its trusted members to 
investigate field conditions as in the 
case the last year of so eminent a con¬ 
servative as Doctor Chamberlin, this 
charge fell of its own weight; but it be¬ 
trayed the animus behind it. Tlie board 
in reply asked simply that charges 
against both missionaries and secretaries 
be made specific and reduced to writing, 
and gave assurance that whenever such 
charges were made they would be dealt 
T,vitli fully and fairly. It could not do 
more, and those who know the character 
of the men composing the Board of Man¬ 
agers of our Foreign Mission Society, 
will be able to judge whether they ai'e 
likely to be duped or to be disloyal to 
their trust and to the denomination. 
Doctor Straton did not appear to realize 
that when he indicted the missionaries 
and secretaries in general, he also in¬ 
dicted the board and the society which 
elected these men to high service. 

Fifth, the fact should not be over¬ 
looked that in this whole matter Doctor 

Straton and his league followers disre¬ 
garded the specific instructions of Jesus 
Christ in the Holy Scriptures. In one 
of the rare instances in which our Lord 
indicated rules, he laid down a method 
of procedure for his disciples in case a 
brother felt aggrieved (Matt. 18:15-18). 
It was manifestly the duty of Doctor 
Straton 'if “distressed” at the informa¬ 
tion of “wrong conditions” to take up 
the matter privately, first of all witli the 
individual concerned, and, if that failed, 
with the board, which in this case 
might represent the church. Instead of 
that, general charges and insinuations 
were spread broadcast through the press, 
to the great injury of the cause about 
which the league professes such solici¬ 
tude. When the board was approached, 
it was not in the manner or for the 
purpose indicated by the Master but in 
an attempt to secure verification of 
charges already made public on infor¬ 
mation from sources which honorable 
men would not ordinarily regard as 
either reliable or reputable. The editor, 
en route to Stockholm, happened to be 
present at the meeting, which was one 
of the most depressing and dishearten¬ 
ing in his experience. He cannot speak too 
highly of the unfailing Christian spirit 
manifested by the members of the board 
in circumstances that frequently made 
patient dealing difficult. 

In conclusion, the denomination has 
no reason to be alarmed at these genera) 
and irresponsible charges laid against 
our missionaries in foreign fields. No 
truer or firmer body of Christians can 
be found. They believe in the real fun¬ 
damentals of our faith or they Svouldn’t 
be where they are. To cast a cloud of 
suspicion upon them in this league man¬ 
ner is something for which these men 
must answer to God. Their statements 
should be discredited until they bring 
specific charges and proof. To say that 
“rationalistic and radical ideas” are 
“prevalent on the foreign mission fields” 
is a reckless slander of brethren and sis¬ 
ters whose shoe latchets their accusers 
are not worthy to unloose. It is ours to 
see to it that the missionaries know 
they are sustained by our prayers, love 
and trust. As for the cause, let us give 
it increased devotion and support. 

Attention of Editors 

Our exchanges, or other religious 
periodicals that desire to do so, are 
hereby given permission to reprint art¬ 
icles from THE FUNDAMENTALIST, 
giving credit to our paper, in so doing 
The “Copyright” on THE FUNDA¬ 
MENTALIST is not so much on the 
material as a protection on the name of 

the paper. 

The Situation in Regard to the 

Foreign Mission Society 

We had expected in this issue to pre¬ 
sent the full facts in regard to what 
seems to be the prevalence of Mod¬ 
ernism in our Foreign Mission Society 
and among some of our teachers and 
missionaries on the foreign field. On 
account of the fact, however, that the 
vacation period is now on, and that so 
many of our people are in attendance on 
the Baptist World Alliance meetings at 
Stockholm, or away on vacation, it has 
been decided to hold this matter until 
the fall. We will omit the August issue 
of THE FUNDAMENTALIST, adding 
a month to all subscriptions to compen¬ 
sate for that, and in the September 
number we expect to present the full 
facts, and also a draft of the charges 
concerning these matters. 

Our Baptist people should be infomied. The Fundamentalist will do it 
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The Baptist Bible Union The FuodameEtalist 
(Copyright 1923) 

The Baptist BibJe Union is what us 
name implies—a union oi iSaptisis wuo 
believe luo BiUio to be tne u ora or 
Utou. The reason tor iis exisiuuee aiso 
IS implied in iis name, mere are peopie 
wno are ealled Baptists wuo uo not ue- 
liove the Bible to oe tne woru or uou. 
Tne Baptist Bible Union is a xeiiowsnip 
of Baptists WHO are reveiaiiomsts as 
opposed to ratiouausts, wno are Irini- 
tariaus as opposed to Unitianaus. wuo 
are creationists as opposed to evolution¬ 

ists, who are expiationists, as opposed 
botn to remediausts and to those wuo 
believe only in the moral iutiueuco oi 
the atonement, who are regenerationists 
as opposed to reformationists—in a 

word, it is a fellowship of believers in 
supernaturalism, as opposed to natural¬ 

ism, in religion. 
Tnis Union is made up of those who 

believe that the Modernism which de¬ 
nies the supernatural is an enemy of the 
Christian religion. We believe that it 
has nothing in common with Christian¬ 
ity. We, tnerefore, propose to make no 
etiort to agree with it. We refuse to 
compromise with it. We regard it as a 
foe which is to be fought wnerever it 
appears. The Baptist Bible Union ex¬ 
ists to defend “tne faith once for all 
delivered to the saints," and believes 
this can be done only by taking the of¬ 
fensive and by decianug war on Mod¬ 
ernism everywhere. We propose, how¬ 
ever, to exercise the utmost care to dis¬ 
tinguish between friends and foes. We 
have enlisted in a great war in which 
many regiments, and, indeed, many ar¬ 
mies wearing diiferent uniformsi and 
answering to different names, will be 
engaged. The Baptist Bible Union will 
regard all who, on the authority of the 
Bible as the inspired and infallible 
Word of God, recognize Christ as the 
Saviour of men, the Son of God, the 
King of kings and Lord of lords, as its 
allies. 

We have a profound conviction that 
the great majority of Baptists are true 
to the faith. We have observed Mod¬ 
ernism like a plague invade many of our 
schools and lay many of our educational 
leaders lowj with the result that many 
cf our educational institutions have be¬ 
come centres of infection which threat¬ 
en to corrupt the life of the whole de¬ 
nominational body. The Union will en¬ 
deavour to put in operation some sort 
of quarantine regulations which will 
warn students away from these plague 
spots, and will as far as possible have 
the effect of isolating professorial 
"carriers." Modernism endeavours to 
establish itself in official positions, ana 
to secure control of all organs of de¬ 
nominational expression; and by mak¬ 
ing a loud noise itself, it endeavours to 
give the impression that it ia the voice 
of the majority. By this means it 
seeks to frighten into silence all who 
disagree with its assumptions. 

The Baptist Bible Union will make 
its appeal to the people themselves, to 
the rank and file of our Baptist Church 
members all over this Continent, and 
will aim to afford the people a means 
of expression. We are convinced that 
%\'hen the people speak the modernist 
grip upon the official life of the De¬ 
nomination will be broken, and Modern¬ 
ism, so far as Baptists are concerned* 
will be utterly routed. 

The Union will endeavour also to give 
the people the fullest information re¬ 
specting the ravages or Modernism in 
all departments of our denominational 
life,—in schools, and churches, and mis¬ 
sion fields, at home and abroad. The 
Union will not speak on these matters 
without accurate knowledge, and will so 
order its utterances that when it speaks 
it will be heard. At the same time, the 

By T. T. Shields 

Union will endeavour to obtain such 
luiormution as will enable it to reassure 
all Baptist churches ana individuals re- 
speciiug ail educational institutions ana 
missionary organizations which are wor¬ 
thy of the support of those who desire 
that the money they give shall be used 
only for the propagation of the truth 
of the Gospel. Tne Union will give no 
aid or comfort to the enemy at any 
time. We believe it to be as wrong to 
give money whore it may be used for 
the propagation of error as it would 
be by voice or pen to propagate error 
ourselves. Therefore, by resolution at 
the Kansas City meeting, the Bible 
Union decided to encourage its members 
absolutely to refuse longer to contribute 
money to any educational institution or 
missionary organization which refuses 
to avow its allegiance to the funda¬ 
mentals of the faith. 

The Union’s Confession of Faith is 
designed to furnish a basis of fellow¬ 
ship. Two cannot walk together un¬ 
less they be agreed. Baptists have be¬ 
fore adopted confessions of faith. It is 
a matter of history that in the experi¬ 
ence of the Christian church, from time 
to time, error has threatened the 
church’s integrity, and confessions of 
faith have been drawn as a means of 
uniting those who held a common faith, 
against the common foo. It is in this 
spirit, and for this purpose, the Confes¬ 
sion of Faith of the Baptist Bible Union 
has been prepared and will be promul¬ 
gated. It is not a club or a whip of 
cords. It is not an instrument for the 
use of an organized ecclesiasticajl 
power, which may be used for the coer¬ 
cion of dissentients. It is merely a 
scriptural basis of understanding upon 
which believers in the supsrnaturalism 
of the Bible can voluntarily associate 
themselves for the purpose of co-opera¬ 
tion in the work of preaching the ever¬ 
lasting Gospel. Refusing ourselves to 
be coerced, we have no intention of at¬ 
tempting the coercion of others. But 
the members of the Baptist Bible Union 
do claim, and are determined to exer¬ 
cise, that soul liberty for which Baptists 
have always contended. They are, 
therefore, resolved to close their ranks, 
to lift their standard, and steadfastly to 
stand and aggressively to contend for 
"the faith once for all delivered to the 
saints." 

Above all else, however, the Baptist 
Bible Union will represent a spiritual 
interpretation of the Bible. While be¬ 
lieving in all the great essentials of the 
Christian faith set out in our Confes¬ 
sion, we believe that this dispensation 
of grace as well as the special exig¬ 
encies of the time, demand a particular 
emphasis upon the power of the Holy 
Ghost in the life of the believer, and in 
the ministry of the Christian church. 
We are convinced that He Who inspired 
the Scriptures of the Old and New Tes¬ 
taments is alone able to demonstrate 
their Divine origin and power. While 
believing that the Holy Spirit makes 
use of human instruments, we are per¬ 
suaded that nothing can be done by men 
to further the interests of the truth of 
the Gospel apart from the power of 
the Spirit of God. We have read in 
the Word itself of periods of spiritual 
declension in the history or God’s peo¬ 
ple in the days gone bj’’, and we have 
observed that, without exception, relief 
has come and a renewal of faith in God 
has Tceulted from the going forth of 
God to the battle. We believe that He 
will again have pity for His holy Name. 
We have heard Him saying: "I do not 
this for your salces, 0 house of Israel, 
but for mine holy name’s sake, .which 
ye have profaned Rmpng the heathen, 
whither ye went. An^ I 'will sanctify 

my great name, which was profaned 
among the heatiion, winch ye nave pro- 
raneu in the midst or tliem; and ilic 
heathen shall know that i am the 
Lord, saith the Lord God, when 1 shall 
be sauetiiied in you before their eyes." 
it was by His own outstretched arm 
Ha delivered J±is people from the thral¬ 
dom of Hgypt; by tne exercise of His 
own pow-er He nourished them through 
their wilderness experience; and by ins 
own might He brought them into the 
land of promise. We remember that 
anciently He spoke through a dumb 
beast to rebuke a prophet, that by the 
ox goad of a Shnmgar, by the jaw-bone 
of an ass ia the hands of a Samson, by 
a sling and stone in the hands of a 
David, He wrought for His people great 
victories. We remember, too, that in 
the most difficult period of the Church ’a 
history, when its foundations were laid 
by au apostolic ministry, it w'as not by 
great wealth, by political power or pres¬ 
tige, nor yet by the weight of human 
learning, that the fact of the resurrec¬ 
tion was proved, and the Divine author¬ 
ity of the Gospel established, but by the 
Holy Ghost sent down from Heaven. We 
believe the Church in all ages has been 
mighty in preaching only as it has 
been constant in prayer. We believe 
that ia the last analysis the Holy Ghost 
Himself is the only effective Apologist 
for the Gospel of the grace of God. The 
Baptist Bible Union, therefore, will 
seek to enlist all the Baptist ministers 
and Baptist churches on the North 
American Continent who will sub¬ 
scribe to our Confession of Faith ia a 
great ministry of prayer. We shali not 
be careless of instrumentalities. We 
intend to use every legitimate means 
for the exposure of error and of un- 
seriptural practices of all sorts; and 
also to employ voice and pen in preach¬ 
ing and teaching the great fundameii- 
tala of the faith. But - coincident with 
all this, wo propose to rest our case 
with. God and to appeal to the churches 
to pray unceasingly that God will arise 
that His enemies may oe scattered by a 
great religious revival. 

Wa believe, furthermore, that the soul 
cannot be nourished by contention. It 
is necessary to do battle for the truth, 
and we are resolved, therefore, to put 
our utmost energy into this holy war. 
But an army on the march needs food 
as urgently as munitions. The Baptist 
Bible Union, therefore, will endeavour 
to give special attention to the com¬ 
missariat department, and will devote it¬ 
self to an ende’avour to stir up all Bap¬ 
tist preachers and- churches to the ex¬ 
ercise of a ministry.whose chief charac¬ 
teristic shall be preaching and teaching 
the Word of God in demonstration of 
the Spirit and of power. 

Thus, the programme of the Baptist 
Bible Union, in a word, is to endeavour 
to unite in one great fellowship all Bap¬ 
tists who believe the Bible to be the 
Word of God (and we deny that those 
who do not so believe have any right 
to be called Baptists), that together by 
the power of the Holy Ghost and in 
answer to our importunate prayer we 
may call men back to a belief in the 
Bible as God’s Word, and in Jesus 
Christ as God’s Son and man’s only Sa¬ 
viour. 

In closing this article I desire to em¬ 
phasize the fact, that the Baptist Bible 
Union is not a divisive movement. On 
the contrary, it is a union which pro¬ 
poses the only possible basis of union 
and of co-operative action for true Bap¬ 
tists, namely, an acceptance of the Bi¬ 
ble as the inspired and authorititative 
Word of God. For -when Baptists aban- 
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IMPORTANT 
Attention of Subscribers 

Some of our subscribers, who have 
been in arrears in meeting tbeir pledges 
and rensmng their suDscriptions to 
THE FUNDAMENTALiaT nave res¬ 
ponded promptly to our appeal in the 
last issue, and we have been delighted 
to erase their names from the "olack 
list". Many others have been so occu¬ 
pied with business affairs, household 
duties, or church work, that they have 
just forgotten, and need to be reminded 
once more. Perhaps it is not generally 
known that the work in connection with 
our Baptist Fundamentalist League and 
THE T'UNDAMENTALiaT is a labor 
of love for our Lord. All of the officers 
of the League and the editors of the 
paper give of their time and strength 
freely and gladly in addition to their 
business and church work. The expenses 
in publishing such a paper as THE 
FUNjjAMEjnTALH^T are heavy, espe¬ 
cially when we are sc desirous oi reacn- 
ing as many more people in our deno¬ 
mination as possible who are not on 
our subscription list with the informa¬ 
tion that they ought to have. In the 
past, often when -people have sent in 
as small a contribution as twenty-five 
cents, we have placed them on our mail¬ 
ing list, and have sent the paper for 
an indefinite period gratis. But wa find 
that we cannot longer do this, and we 
should have at least the small subscrip¬ 
tion price of $1.00 a year to help us in 
meeting the necessary expenses entailed 
in sending THE FUNDAMENTALIST 
to our subscribers. Extra contributions 
from our friends enable ua to give the 
paper a wider circulation than other¬ 
wise would be possible. We covet your 
interest and hearty cooperation, and, 
more than all else, your prayers. 

A Good Fneatd of the Cause 

We were much encouraged a few 
weeks ago by receiving a letter from 
one of the Western states requesting us 
to send ten copies of THE FUNDA¬ 
MENTALIST to Baptist churches 
in that state, this expense to be met by 
an earnest Christian layman who loves 
the precious truths for -which we are 
earnestly contending. Through this 
generous gift we have been enabled to 
send packages of FUNDAMENTAL¬ 
ISTS containing ten copies each to 106 
churches in that western state. We are 
now icoking for some subscriptions 
from that direction. ' A few have al¬ 
ready come in. Who will do as much 
for other statesf 

We want 100,000 subscribers to The Fundamentalist before January, 1924. 
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The Connection Between Radicalism in the Pulpit 

and Worldliness in the Pew 
By John Roach Straton 

' As a foundation for our thought to¬ 
gether, I wish to quote a very remark¬ 
able summary as given by the apostle 
John, in his first epistle, the second 
chapter, the 15th to 17th verses. John 
says here: 

"Love not the world, neither the 
things that are in the world. If 
any man love the world, the love 
of the i uther is not in him. For 
all that is in the world, the lust 
of the fle.3h, and the lust of the 
eyes, and the pride of life, is not 
of the Father, but is of the world. 
And the world passeth away, and 
the lust thereof j but he that doeth 
the will of God abideth forever." 
"Love not the worldl^' What world? 

Surely not the beautiful world of nature 
around usl Christ was the Creator of 
this world, and the Lord of nature was 
also a lover of nature, as His sermon 
illustrations and His methods of life 
amply prove. 

On a horse-back journey through the 
Holy Land, some years ago, I found 
myself longing constantly to find some 
bit of earth where I could realize that 
I was standing on the exact spot where 
the feet of Jesus had stood. 

But I did not find it in any of the 
earlier part of my journey. Again and 
again, I came to localities where I knew 
that Jesus had been, but the gnawing 
tooth of Time had so altered material 
conditions that I could not feel that I 
was standing literally where He had 
stood. 

But one never-to-be-forgotten after¬ 
noon that experience came to me. 1 
stood alone on the highest hill just 
outside the quaint little city of Naza¬ 
reth, and I knew then that my feet 
were resting on the exact spot where 
the feet of Jesus had surely stood. No 
boy would have grown up in Nazareth 
without climbing to that commanding 
height, and my heart was moved with 
profound emotion as I stood there in 
the quiet of the evening hour. It_ is 
a wonderful panorama of nature which 
one sees from that vantage point, and 
I think that often Jesus, as His ardent 
and mystical young soul expanded, must 
have gone to that height to look out 
upon the beauties and the glories there 
revealed. He must have looked upon 
the wide plain of Esdraelon which lay 
beneath Him, and even though His phy¬ 
sical eye could not see the glories of 
His native land in their further reaches, 
I have loved to think that those won¬ 
derful pictures would come crowding in 
upon His memory and imagination. Yon¬ 
der, to the South and West, would be 
the rugged crest of Carmel, and tho 
foam-fringed, blue Mediterranean; be¬ 
yond to the North He would have glanc¬ 
ed toward the highlands associated with 
many historical incidents in the life of 
Eis people; and over there, outlined in 
majesty against the soft blue of the 
sky, would stand Mount Eermon, crown¬ 
ed with Eis eternal diadem of gleaming 
snow; and stretching away from the 
foot of that majestic peak, the long, 
mysterious gash of the Jordan Valley, 
dropping 1200 feet below the level of 
Sea of Galilee at one end, and the 
the Mediterranean, with its sparkling 
sullen Sea of Death at the other; and 
beyond that the hills and vales of 
Gilead and the blue mountains of Moab; 
and still beyond that, as His eager 
imagination stimulated His memory, 

would lie the tawny sauds oi the Ara¬ 
bian desert. 

xes, Jesus was a lover of nature, as 
devout loiiowers oi uod beiore Jiiui 

and since iiavo over been, due iiebrew 
psalmist exclaimed: "Tne Heavens de¬ 
clare tne glory of God, and the lirm- 
ameut shewetn His iiandiwork," and 

we ought to love tne wouderlui world 
tnat luo good God has given us for 
our home. As we iook upon tho soft 
sweetness of the springtime, the ardent 
glory of the summer, tne pensive charms 
of autumn, marching iu crimson aud 

gold to the grave, aud even as we see 
lae white majesty and the austere gran¬ 
deur of winter, the world's message of 
beauty finds its echo in our hearts. 

The Corrupt World Order 
But there is another "world" against 

which the word of God warns us in 
the most emphatic terms, it is the 
present corrupt world order, "lying in 
the evil one," as the Bible says, it is 
dominated by Satan. Its conditions and 
forces are hostile to the highest inter¬ 
ests of the soul and destructive of 
man's moral and religious life. The 
world thus understood is the sum fotal 
of those forces which sot the carnal 
over against the spiritual, which glorify 
the temporal at the expense of the 
eternal, and which exalt the earthly 
above the heavenly. 

So John follows the example of Jesus 
in warning us strongly against this evil 
world. He tells us that worldlinesa has 
a three-fold manifestation: "the lust 
of the flesh, the lust of the eyes, and 
the vainglory of life." This is a mar¬ 
velously comprehensive summary, an 
illustration of how accurate and ex¬ 
haustive the Word of God is. All of 
the forces of worldliness that war 
against the soul are comprehended un¬ 
der these three classifications. Let us 
study them together for a season. It is 
very interesting to obser%'e that these 
three things were present in the great 
historic temptations;—the temptation 
of our first parents in the Garden of 
Eden, and the temptation of the 
"Second Adam" upon the heights. 

The Lust of the Flesh 
I ask you to think, first of all, of 

what John calls "the lust of the flesh." 
This includes all the corrupt bodily de¬ 
sires and fleshly appetites. There are 
legitimate bodily desires, and appetites 
that are wholesome and true, but these 
natural forces are often perverted into 
that which is sensuous and devilish. 

When the devil tempted Eve in the 
Garden of Eden it is said that, "The 
woman saw that the tree was good 
for food." (Gen. 3: 6.) The tempter 
took a normal bodily desire that was 
legitimate, but touched it with his dia¬ 
bolical power and turned it, for her, 
into an unholy desire, because it meant 
disobedience to God for her to indulge 
it. The same tempter came to Jesus 
after Hi.s long fast, and upon the Mount 
of Temptation he said to Him; "Com¬ 
mand that these stones become bread." 
(Matt. 4: 3.) As with Eve. he appealed 
to the normal, the natural and the legi¬ 
timate. but in such a way that it was 
evil. He tried to persuade Christ, on 
the advice of evil, to use His divine 
powers for selfish ends. 

So today the lust of the flesh, through 
the activities of the devil, seeks to 
overmaster the soul. The Bible says 
that: "The flesh lusteth against the 

aiiU uue ur mu uciiur uiusl cornu lUbu 
uiicii luabiury uuu uuiuiiiUke luu UxC. xuu 

luuiviuuui «.iii oucuiuu uicuui' u wuiiu- 
iiaii, auuaiug giaiiUcuiioii lu mU 
Oi. ituis noi^u auu suiviug mu xiu^^uoui 

01. ouLuu, or uu will bucuuie a cima oi 
uuu uuu suUK Uis sausiucLiuus lU lUC 
iiiguur reaiiu ol spiritual miugs—a tiuu 
suujuuL ox me kiuguoui oi Houvuu. 

ivii, now lUeso lusts OI mu uusu, 
tuiougu tuu wiiua ox tuu uevil, aro 
luuay seeking to tear down and uestroy 
Eiiu souls OI inenl 'inere fias never buuu 
a day in our modern age wneu me 
inipuisus of auiuiaiisin fiave so swept 
tne world as they are doing at me 

present tune. The present wave of lui- 
iiioraiiiy, which is menacing me integri¬ 
ty even of our boys aud girls in tueir 
tender years, has nad an origin that is 

easily traceu. it dates from that time 
when the dark and sinister shadow or 

n/arwiuism hrst leil across the lair lieius 
of human life, if man is a aesceuuauu ox 

the beast, instead ox a cuiid ox Gou, 
then we need not be surprised if we linu 
uim iucliued to live like a beast. Mon¬ 
key men make monkey morals, ana a 
false aud godless materialistic puuo- 

supiiy, mat giorines tue Mesh at tue ex¬ 
pense uf the spirit, is the one colossal 

menace of touay. 
Take, lor example, the field of liter¬ 

ature. i'he moral sewage of the world, 
through the columns ol the yellow press, 
is being sent into our millious of k.mer- 
ican homes every twenty-four hours; 
and magazines that even ten years ago 

were wnolesome aud sweet and main¬ 
tained a high standard of literary ex- 

ceiieuco. are now so loathsome and so 
saturated with sensualism—both in 

their pictures and their reading matter 
—that they ought not to be aiiowed in 

any decent home, particularly where 

boys aud girls are growing up. 
Take, again, the moaern dances. 

They have come, not from above, but 
from below. They have come up from 
the underworld, aud say what we will 
about them, and desire, as we may, to 
be charitable aud fair, nevertheless it 
is manifestly true that their seductive 
fascinations center around the lust of 
the flesh. If not, then why is it that 
every efl;ort to have the sexes separated 
in the dance and to have men dance 
with men and women with women utter¬ 
ly aud laughably fails? 

Take, again, the question of woman’s 
dress iu this modern age. I haven't the 
time to discuss this question in any 
detail. I will have to be brief. But it 
is a brief subject! When it comes to 
woman's dress, particularly in the up¬ 
per circles of our American society, 
there is scarcely enough to talk about! 
Two men were attending the theatre 
in New York. They had come up from 
one of the country- towns. The men 
looked across the gleaming expanse of 
necks and shoulders and arms and backs 
and fronts. Then one of them turned to 
the other and said; "Jim, doesn't the 
Bible say that after Adam and Eve ato 
the apple they knew they were naked?" 
"Yes," replied his friend, think it 
does say something like that."-"Well, 
Jim," said tho other, "judging from 
the situation here tonight, don't you 
think it is about time to pass the 
apples again?" 

I only say, in passing from this pain¬ 
ful subject, that the true purpose of 
dress is utility and beauty, and not sex 

contending for it 

appeal. It would be just as logical ami 
jusE as legitimate for men to begin to 
dress witn a view to sex appeal as ii 
is for womon so to do. God's word has 
given us the true standard in this mat¬ 
ter, as in ail other matters, and Chiis- 
tian women today have a supreme call 
to make determined warfare upon this 
unholy manifestation of the lust of the 
flesh. For myself I delight in the con¬ 
viction that American women are pre¬ 
vailingly sound at heart, and I look for¬ 
ward with high hopes to that hour when 
our women will draw up a new declara¬ 
tion of independence and refuse to be 
dominated longer by foreign fashion 
masters, or to wear the dresses that are 
sent over from the denii mondes of de¬ 
generate Paris! 

The Lust of the Eyes 
The second form of worldliness is 

"the lust of tho eyes." This is con¬ 
cerned with what we call taste, as dis¬ 
tinguished from appetite. The things 
that we see with the eyes, that we are 
led by the devil to admire and desire 
and long for, become destructive forms 
of worldliness. It has been so from the 
begiimiug of the devil's temptations in 
this world. It is written in Genesis 
that: "The V/oman saw that the tree 
was a delight to the eyas." The devil 
appealed to Eve's esthetic sensibilities, 
as well as to her appetite for good. And 
again, when Jesus -was tempted, it is 
said: "The devil taketh Him up into 
an exceeding high mountain and showed 
Him all tho kingdoms of the world and 
the glory of them." In both of these 
temptations the appeal was to the sense 
of beauty and splendor and glory—a 
sense which in its God-directed state is 
normal and harmless, but which per¬ 
verted by the devil is ruinous to the 
bouL 

I pass by any consideration of the 
great sin of covetousness which falls 
naturally under the lust of the eye: 
the greed for gold, and the desire tor 
jewels, and other treasures upon which 
the eye so fondly lingers. 

I wish, rather, at this point, to sound 
a note of warning in regard to the art 
of today. True art has a legitimate place 
in the scheme of human life, but it is 
possible for art to be debased, and 
when it is controlled by the devil, it 
may completely blind itself to the beau¬ 
ty of holiness, which is the greatest 
beauty of all. The art of today seems, 
more and more, to be forgetting its 
spiritual ideals, and giving rein to 
license, so that its loveliness allies itself 
to foulness. When art repudiates ethical 
motives and erects the standard of 
"art for art's sake," without any res¬ 
ponsibility to God, it becomes a night¬ 
mare and a horror that debases the in¬ 
dividual soul and debauches the race. 
Much of 'that which parades itself to¬ 
day in painting and, particularly, upon 
the stage, as "art," is really abomina¬ 
tion and should be banished from the 
walks of decent society. 

That v/as an interesting sidelight on 
tho dangerous drift toward the accept¬ 
ance of low moral ideals in our modern 
life which occurred recently in Chicago. 
A famous Sussian baritone had been 
announced to sing as a member of the 
Chicago Opera Company. This man had 
become notorious because of a scandal 
in which he was involved with a young 
woman. He had been put out of a lead¬ 
ing hotal in Chicago, and arrested on a 

spirit, and the spirit against the flesh," 

Does your faith mean anything to you? Help us in 
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uharge of violating the Mann Act. He 
and ills female companion, wore deport¬ 
ed, but ho later returned to America 
undi though detained at Ellis Island for 
a while, pressure was brought to bear 
upon the fcJtate Department, and he 
was imally allowed to enter the country. 

The President of the Chicago Church 
I’ederation sent a letter to the direc¬ 
tors of the opera company, in which he 
made the point that tins man should not 
be allowed to sing because of his notor¬ 
ious immorality. When told by a news¬ 
paper man of the objection to his ap¬ 
pearance, the singer said:“One does not 

expect an artist to be moral, does onei^ 
and then he added: “It is foolish to ex¬ 
pect what cannot happen." Then we are 
told that other members of the opera 
company rushed to the singer's defense, 
among them being the leading lady— 
a world famous “star." The executive 

director of the opera company said: 
‘ ‘ The character of an artist is not a 
matter of importance to the audience. 

An audience buys tickets for the per¬ 
formance with no thought as to what 

the artists' off-stage life may be." 
Here, then, we have it boldly and 

baldly stated that even notorious moral 

iniquity should be disregarded in the 
name of “art," and this brings us to 
the disease from which the modern stage 
is suffering. Dramatic art has been 

strangled by commercialism in the very 
house of its friends, and no “art" 
which capitalizes the sacrifice of female 

modesty and makes public display of 
those womanly charms which God Al¬ 

mighty has designed for pure and holy 
purposes, ought to be tolerated for a 
moment in decent and civilized society. 

There is something far more valuable 

than * ‘ art,'' and that is female chastity 
and masculine honor, for these things 
are the foundations of marriage, home 
life, the proper rearing of a new gener¬ 
ation, and everything else that makes 
society safe and sweet. The sensuous 

appeal to the lust of the eyes mads 
today on stage and screen is undermin¬ 

ing right ideals from one end of the 

continent to the other. 
We need to remember that God is the 

Supreme Artist, God is tbe Creator of 
Harmony and Beauty. With flashing 

planets and silvery moons and golden 

suns as His pigments, with the hand 
of Omnipotence as His brush, and the 

blue of an infinite sky for His canvas, 
God has painted the supreme master¬ 

piece; and this God of Beauty says unto 
us: “Be ye holy, for I am holy." Let 

the art and the artists of today obey God 

and follow righteousness and redeem 

art from that which is defiling it, lest 

it degenerate into utter paganism and 
heathenism through the glorification of 

those lusts of the eye which destroy the 

soul I 
The Vainglory of Life. 

The third form of worldliness against 

which the Word of God specificaUy 

warns us, is false pride or the “vain¬ 
glory of life.'' We find this also in the 

great historic temptations. The devil 
said to Eva in the Garden: “Ye shall 

be as God." Ho appealed to her pride 
and created in her a false ambition, and 

this thirst of vainglory was on® of the 

things that led to her fall. So, also, 
with the Master in His temptation, the 

devil said: “Cast Thyself down from 

hence, and it is written: ‘He shall 
give Eis angels charge concerning 

Thee..’ " The devil thus sought to have 

Christ make a vain display of His 
powers. He tried to indues him to win 

the applause of the multitude and to 

gain a ready credence on their part to 
His Messiahship by a vain and startling 

dramatic display. 
And the devil still comes with his 

subtle seductions to create a wrong atti¬ 

tude towards life and our fellowmen, 

and thus to harm the sou! and to lead 

us away from that modesty and humi¬ 

lity of spirit which are the truest marks 

of real greatness and which bring us 

into fellowship with God 

All egotism, all false pride—whether 
of family, or clan, or country—every¬ 
thing that leads to ostentation, and, as 
we express it in the language of the 
street, makes one “show off"—all that 
leads to boasting about our possessions 
or our achievements, or our social con¬ 
nections, all of the things that make 
us swagger or that puff’ us up and give 
us the spirit of braggadocio and boast¬ 
ing—these belong to the vainglory of 
life, and they are not of the Father 

but are of the world. 
And above all, conceit over learning, 

the arrogance of knowledge, which wo 
often see paraded today, belongs to 

this sin. When the devil tempted our 
first parents he claimed to see behind 
the divine law. God had said: “Thou 
slialt not eat of the tree that is in the 
midst of the garden," and he warned 
that if they did eat they would die. 
The devil lied to Eve and told her 
that he knew better than God—that 

they would not surely die. He claimed 
a superior knowledge and deeper un¬ 
derstanding of truth. He contradicted 
God's Word, and appealed to the vanity 

of Eve by promising if she would dis¬ 
obey God and eat of the forbidden 

fruit, she should have also a higher 
knowledge. He promised our first par¬ 

ents that, through rejection of God's 
Word, they would “be as gods, know¬ 

ing good and. evil." 
And this is what the devil is still 

striving to do—to deny and overthrow 
God’s Word. The supreme religious issue 

of this age of theological turmoil is: 
Do we beUeva God? Not, note you, do 
we believe about God? All men who 

are rationally balanced and have any 
capacity for thought, believe something 

about some sort of god. The great ques¬ 
tion is: Do W6 balleva God? God claims 
to have spoken through his revelation, 
and I say that the one overshadowing 
religious issue of today is this: Do we 
believe God, or will we believe the 

devil’s lie once more and repudiate the 
Word of God and fall into the devil’s 

trap through intellectual pride and 

vainglory! 
Tm© Scholarship and False 

We have no quarrel with true and de¬ 

vout scholarship. We are indebted for¬ 

ever to those godly men who have de¬ 
voted their lives to exploring and ex¬ 
pounding for us the rich treasures of 
God's truth, and in whatever age or 

country we find such men, we see that 
spiritual modesty has always accompan¬ 

ied the highest intellectual and scbolary 
achievements. Newton, after his epoch- 
making discovery of the attraction of 

gravitation, when praised for his scien¬ 

tific achievements, said modestly that he 

had done but little. He said: “I feel 
like a little child who has only picked 
up a few pebbles beside the vast ocean 

of truth." And Keppler, following Ms 
monumental discoveries in the field of 

astronomy, exclaimed, with profound re¬ 

verence-yea, with the true impulses of 

worship: “I have bean thinking God's 
thoughts after Him." Contrast this 

spirit with the vanity and the self-as¬ 
sertiveness of some of the half-baked 

professors of today. 
True culture, thank God, Is not in any 

sense antagonistic to Christianity, nor 

is true Christianity antagonistic in any 

sense to genuine culture. Indeed, such 

Christianity is the mother of the 
world's best culture. Old-time Christian 

truth has been through the ages the 

fountain-head of art, music and litera¬ 

ture. Prom Christianity painters have 

gotten their greatest subjects and bards 
have drawn their highest themes. 

Dante’s majestic genius was nurtured 

by her; Milton’s muse was the child 

of her generous breast, and the most 
glowing pages which Shakespeare's ge¬ 

nius produced are brightened by the 
principles for which she stands. In the 

spirit of Christianitv law has been 

rounded out to its highest perfection, 

government is being made free, and 
nhilcsophy has drawn her best stores of 

Does the Bible really mean ii 

truth. 
Bei'oro the culture of true scholarship, 

with that modesty of manner and that 
beautiful humility of spirit which deep 
learning ever brings, we should bow in 
reverence and gratitude, and from such 
scholarship nutking is to be feared. 

But there is a shallow “scholarship," 
a bastard “loarning," and a “science 
falsely so called," which are foes to 
Christianity. These were well illustra¬ 
ted by the haughty and vain philosoph¬ 
ers of Athens, who, imagining in their 
egotism and pride of intellect that they 
had all the truth of the universe, said, 
in condescending manner of the Apostlo 
Paul: “Let us turn aside now and see 
what this babbler will say." Those 
foolish rationalists have perished for¬ 
ever, but that “babbler," at whom 
they sneered, has overturned and trans¬ 
formed the world by the teacMng of 
the practical truth and the simple faith 

which he held. 

So to the destructive critic and the 
rationalist of today anyone who refuses 
to swallow their speculations is a 

^‘babbler." He is not a “modern man." 
He is antiquatedi He belongs back with 

the stage coach, the flint-lock rifle, and 
the hoop-skirt. K he dares to think of 
a supernatural world and a transcen¬ 

dent, miracle-working God, and if he 
accepts the Bible at its face value as a 
revelation from such a God, it is in¬ 

sinuated that he is either “unintel¬ 
ligent" or “intellectually dishonest," 
and that he cannot understand ‘ ‘ modern 

philosophy.'' 
For these “modern men," who are 

forever labeling themselves “scholars," 
who sneeze every time a German skep¬ 

tic takes snuff, who are ‘ ‘ ever learning, 
but never come to the knowledge of the 
truth," who are not themselves creators 
of thought, but who merely rehash, 

analyze and say “Me, too," to what 
others have written, I confess that I 
have scant regard, I have read their 

bocks, and I have seen soma of them 
in their class-rooms, and instead of 

humility and modesty, it seems that 
this part of the “new learning" too 

often produces in its devotees a mark¬ 
ed egotism, haughtiness and pride of ■ 
intellect. I have seen some of these 
young professors come into their class¬ 
rooms, flushed with the exercise of the 
golf links, with their golf trousers tuck¬ 

ed in at the knee and their shoes dainti¬ 
ly tied with ribbons, and begin a lecture 
to a class of young preachers by open¬ 

ing the Bible, without even a word of 

prayer, after which they proceeded to 

cut it up into fragments, to the ac¬ 
companiment of dogmatic assertions 

about “what the ‘modern man' can 

believe and what the ‘modern man’ can¬ 

not believe." 
Some of these men are so vain that 

they actually arrogate to themselves 
greater knowledge than was possessed 

by Jesus Christ Eimself. They speak 
condescendingly of Jesus' “lack of 

scientific knowledge'' and they set their 
opinions on authorship and predictive 

prophecy and all such questions in op¬ 
position to the judgments of the Son 

of GodI They blasphemously assert that 

their finite minds have absorbed more 
knowledge in these matters than the 

Lord of Glory Himself possessed when 
in the flesh He walked this earth, 

nationalism and Worldllness. 

This pride of intellect, this form of 

the “vainglory of life," is one of the 

curses of our age, and I wish now to 

point out the very significant fact that 
the main fountain-head from which the 

destructive forces of worMliness today 

are coming, is precisely this false know¬ 

ledge and the pride of intellect that 

goes with. it. 
Let me make this matter concrete by 

an illustration. A little while ago in 
New York I preached a sermon in which 

I warned Christians against the seduc¬ 
tions of worldliness. I pointed out the 

destructive influence upon the spiritual 

life, of dancing, attendance upon the 

when it says that we should 

corrupt modern theatre, etc. The Now 
York papers reported this sermon at 
length, and then an enterprising news¬ 
paper man decided that lie would gci 

still another “story" upon the situa¬ 
tion. He went to a number of tho lead¬ 
ing preachers in New York and asked 

them if they agreed with the views that 
I had expressed upon this subject of 
worldly amusements. Several pastors of 
influential churches in New lurk gave 
interviews in. which they took issue with 
me and defended the dance and me 
theatre. 

But the enterprising reporter did not 
stop simply by asking thorn their atti¬ 
tude toward worldly amusements. i±e 

evidently was alive to the situation lu 
tho religious world, and so ho askou 
the same men another question us tu 

their attitude upon the inspiration of 
the Bible, Darwinism, etc. 

Now, to me, it was highly signilicaut 
that these men, in replying to these ques¬ 
tions, gave away the fact that they 

had really lost faith in the Bible as 
the Word of God and, therefore, as an 

authority on human life and conduct. 
Uue of tnese preachers, as quoted in the 

papers said: “The purpose of religion 
13 not to save a soul from hell but to 
redeem a world and make it beautiful 

and wholesome in every aspect of its 

life." But Jesus said: “The Son of 
Man is come to seek and to save that 

which was lost," and He said that in 
connection with the redemption of an 
individual—Zacchaeus, the publican. 

Jesus not only declared iiis mission tu 
be the saving of lost souls, but He also 
said to His xoliowers: “As the Father 
hath sent Me, even so send i you;" 

Dui this mouern fsew fork preacher ut¬ 

terly repuaiated this teaching of the 
Master. 

Another one of tho preachers, who 

gave those interviews, admitteu that 
ne had only what he called a “technic¬ 

al '' belief in the inspiration of the 
Bible. He meant that he, and the 
preachers for whom he spoke, professed 

to believe in the inspiration of the 

Bible in order to get by with their 

churches, but in their hearts they really 
do not believe it at all. So, in his in¬ 
terview, this preacher went on to ex¬ 

press his doubts about the Biblical ac¬ 
count of the creation, and admitted his 

acceptance of Darwinism, 
Now, the significant point is that 

these men who openly championed the 

dance, the theatre, etc., also in the same 

interviews, admitted that they had de¬ 
parted from the Old Faith. Here, then, 

we have it right out in the full light 
of day—worldliness and selfish social in- 

dulgencss being justified and excused by 
preachers who really n© longer believe 

the Bible and. wh© reject its authority! 

The hearts of faithful and devout be¬ 

lievers from one end of this continent 
to the ether have been deeply grieved 

in recent years by the insidious growth 

of worldliness in the churches and the 
paralyzing of the spiritual lives of 

many church members—-particularly the 

rising generation—by these things. I 

make bold here and now to assert that 
the fountain-head of this ruinous world- 

iiness is rationalism and unbelief con¬ 

cerning the Word of God and the great 
■truths of religion. Yea, rationalism 

in the pulpit leads immediately and in¬ 

evitably to worldliness in the pews. De¬ 

parture from the Word of God always 
carries with it departure from the Way 

of God. The Way of God is holiness, 

and faith is the only force that can 

overcome the world. 
I charge It home deliberately upon 

these leaders that they and their false 

teaching ar® causing the spiritual wreck 

and ruia today. They are not only drug¬ 
ging the minds of their hearers with 

unbelief, but they are likewise wreck¬ 

ing their spiritual lives. I do not know, 

for example, a single church where 
dancing and other such worldly things 

are indulged in that is not presided 
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over by a radical preacher. 
I’or esaniple, Dr. Dosdick, a Baptist 

preacher, who preaches regularly at a 
i'rcsbyteriau church in New York, 
preached, a short time ago, against the 
h'uudamentalists. In this sermon he re¬ 
jected the Virgin birth, the true inspir¬ 
ation of the scriptures, the vicarious 
atonement, and tho second coming of 
our Lord. This sermon was then printed 
in pamphlet form and has been sent all 
over tho country. I happened by chance 
to get hold of a copy of tho church 
calendar for the Sunday in which dis¬ 

tribution of that printed sermon was 
announced. That calendar contained 
two notices that were to me interesting 
and significant. One notice announced 
that any who desired a copy of Dr. 
Fosdick’s sermon on the Fundamental¬ 
ists could get it in the vestibule of the 
church; and right 'with it, there "was 
another notice anno'uncing a dance in 
the church Friday night of that 'week. 
Thus scepticism in the pulpit and world¬ 
liness in the pew stood linked arm in 
arm. 

A prominent Philadelphia pastor took 
me severely to task some time ago be¬ 
cause I had dared to rebuke some of 
these worldly indulgences from my own 

pulpit in New York. He was quoted in 
tho papers as calling me a ‘'sensational 

pulpiteer." I was not surprised at his 
attitude as reflected in the newspaper 
reports because before that I had learn¬ 

ed that he ■was having dances for his 
young people in his church, and in other 
ways was walking with the world. 

Illustrations of Worldlinesg Within 

the 'Church. 

Beyond any question, there has, in 
recent years, been a marked and tragic 

decline in spirituality among American 
church members. This is proved by an 
ever-increasing worldliness and self in¬ 

dulgence on their part. New, this ten¬ 
dency has been exactly contemporaneous 
■with the growth of rationalisa within 
Ihs ranks of religious leaders. Bear 
with me while I give some further con¬ 
crete illustrations sho'wing just how far 
many churches and church people have 
gone on this downward road. 

Take, for example, the case of the 
now famous "Bal Bleu" ball against 
whicli I protested when it was held 
in the Ritz Carlton Hotel in New York, 

That ball was announced through full 
page display advertisements in the New 
York papers. I have copies, and the 

advertisement was a curiosity. Some of 

these times I think I will start a muse¬ 
um for religious freaks and monstro¬ 
sities. and I will certainly have a copy 

of that advertisement as one of the 
exhibits in the museum. The first line 

of the advertisement, in big letters that 
extended across the entire top of the 

page, announced "the ‘Bal Bleu’ ball." 
Now, that far, it is all right. If people 

in this free country cannot find any¬ 
thing better to do than to get together 

for a hugging match set to music, they 

have a right in this free country to do 
it, and if they wish to spend $l,f)00.00 

a page for an advertisement announc¬ 

ing the affair, they can do that! But 

the second line of this advorti.sement 
was remarkable. It read a.s follows; 

"For the Protestants, Mr.s.-. 

Chairman," giving the name of one of 

the richest and most famou.s church 
women; then. "For the Catholics, Mrs. 

-." giving the name of another 

famous church and society belle; then 

"For the .Tewish, Mrs.-giv¬ 
ing the name of a well known Jewish 
leader. Here, then, were representatives 

of the entire religious community in 
New York advertising a ball; and the 

advertisement went on to say that it 
w.as a eharity ball, that seats at the 

tables following the ball would be $50. 

each, and a list of patronesses was 

given—many of the church and social 

leader.s of the city and nation being 

named. Then a picture of a sort of 

frreelc ballet was displayed at the cen¬ 

ter of the advertisement. Below that 

picture, in addition to other details 
about the church end of the entertain- 
uiout, the announcement was made tliai 
the entertainment would “iuciuue tlie 
initial appearance of the Bnglisli and 
French stage beauties." Then the ad¬ 
vertisement tells us that these stage 
beauties were “recently selected 
abroad" . . . just in tho same way that 
the anuouncemeut would have been 
made if some cattle had been brought 
from abroad for display purposes! It 
was announced in tho advertisemoul 
that these girls belonged to the “Mid¬ 
night Frolic." 

Here then, was a complete blending 
together of the dance -with the usual 
amount of feminine undress and the 

silliest and most sensuous side of the 
theatre of today, sponsored and adver¬ 
tised by the church people. Think of 
what an appalling failure of Christiau 
testimony such an event as that is, and 

think of the further fact that many 
church people thought that I was "pe¬ 
culiar" and "extreme" because 1 
dared to denounce such shameful treas¬ 
on to our Lord and His ideals. 

The dance craze has gone so far in 
New York that many of our great his¬ 
toric churches are now trying to dance 
with their young people into the King¬ 
dom of God. There are Baptist and 
Methodist and Presbyterian churches in 
our city which, in a former day, were 

famous the world over for their spiritu¬ 
ality and their power as soul-saving 
centers, that are now conducting dances 

in the houses of God every week in the 
year. 

But when these things are mentioned 

in the way of rebuke some people ask 
"Well, haven’t we got to fight the devil 
with fire?" No, wo have not got to 

fight the devil with flrel The trouble 

with that is that the devil has more 
fire than we have. The devil is a spe¬ 

cialist in fire, and whenever the Chris¬ 
tian Church lowers herself to his level 
and tries to fight him ■with fire, the only 
result ia that sho heraolf gota acqrolied 
and burned. It is written that the chil 
dren of God overcome the devil "by 

the blood of the Lamb and the word of 
their testimony," and the church of 

God needs to come back to that high 

and holy standard. 
Some preachers today seek to excuse 

themselves for conducting dances in 

their churches on the ground that it is 
necessary to do these things, as they ex¬ 

press it. "to win and hold the yoxing 

people." This is an illustration, first 

of the short-sighted folly of these 
worldly-minded preachers, and it consti¬ 

tutes also a slander upon our youth. 

As the father of five children and a 

friend of youth, I resent with all the 
energy of my being the implication 

that our boys and girls can be won and 
held only by appealing to their selfish¬ 

ness. It is false and it is more foolish 

than it is false. Ab, no, not to get some¬ 
thing upon th© iO'w levels of the flesh, 

but to give something upon the superb 

heights of the spirit, is what Christian¬ 

ity means! Self sacrifice has in it far 

more power than self indulgence. Tho 

path of holiness is the path of happi¬ 
ness, and it is a tragic and shameful 

fact that some of the preachers of today 
seem to have forgotten that tho Cross 

and not the timbrel is the symbol of 

our holy faith. 
Shuttlesocklng Divine Services 

Take another illustration of the 

downward trend in our city because of 

rationalism and ■worldlSness: A little 

while after the "Bal Bleu" ball, the 
, rector of one of our great historic 

churches announced that they had 
changed their hour of morning worship 
from eleven to ten-thirty o’clock, and 

gave as the reason for that change, 

that they wanted to fix it so those who 

desired to automobile and play golf, or 
otherwise indulge themselves on Sun¬ 

day afternoon, would have Tnore time. 

Here was a shuttlecocking of the ser¬ 

vices of the sanctuary and alterations 

in the worship of Almighty God Him¬ 

self, to make it more convenient for 
people to violate one of the Ten Com¬ 
mandments, to desecrate God’s holy 
day, and to turn it into a mere holiday 
for self-indulgent pleasure, after there 
had been a little perfunctory observ¬ 
ance of religious ceremonies for an 
hour during the forenoon! 

Missionaries at the Theatre 
Let mo give another illustration of 

these tendencies: I was handed by a 
friend a copy of a most extraordinary 
letter that had been sent out by the 
ladies of the missionary society in one 
of the great Fifth Avenue churches. 
In some respects it was tho most re¬ 
markable epistle that I have ever read. 
It was a circular letter, sent to all the 
members of the church. It set forth 
the fact that that particular denomina¬ 
tion was expecting in the city about 
forty foreign missionaries who were 
home on furlough. The Woman’s Mis¬ 
sionary Society was planning to enter¬ 
tain them wMle they were in New 
York, and in this letter they wrote 
asking the members to indicate how 
many theatre tickets each of them 
would be willing to furnish in order 

that these missionaries might be taken 
to the shows. 

Think of it! Men and women who 
had given their lives to the service of 
Christ, and who had been making heroic 
sacrifices on the foreign field—good 

soldiers of Christ—^being carried around 
to the sordid, Sabbath-breaking New 
York playhouses as part of their enter¬ 

tainment at the hands of the Woman’s 
Missionary Societyl What a striking 
illustration of decline in spirituality in 
the church! Think of Peter and Paul, 
when they went to Ephesus or Rome, 

being met by the church people and 
carried around to the gladitorial shows 

and the pagan dances as a part of 

their entertainment! 
Women at Prize Fights 

Nor is this the worst that must be 
fiaid ooBcOTijing modora conditions. 
Even blase Ne'W York experienced a 
mild shock some months ago ■when one 

of our social leaders, assisted by a 
group of society belles, worked up a 

charity prize fight which was held in 
Madison Square Garden. The young 
woman who promoted this affair is the 
daughter of a man who, at the time of 

his death, was perhap.s the leading fi¬ 
nancial figure in America. He was a 

noted Churchman and she al.so is active 
in the church. I do not mean, by what 
I say, to cast any refiection xipon her 

moral character, is a very philan¬ 
thropic woman who. I have no doubt, is 

a good woman at heart, but she is a 

striking example of the sad level to 
which modern church members have 
fallen in their lack of grace and true 

spirituality. I have in my scrap-book 
a picture of this young woman clipped 

from one of the papor.s. She is standing 
on a truck with her bevv of young so¬ 

ciety girls around her. The picture ■was 

taken when they were down on Wall 
Street selling tickets to the prize fight 
during the lunch hour. A great crowd 

of men and boys were packed around 

the truck and the girls were handing 
them the tickets and taking the monev. 
These young church women not only 

promoted that prize fight but they 

themselves attended it, and the young 
woman who led in it all not only oceu- 
pied a ring aide seat, but she came out 

in the New York papers the next day 

and endorsed it all. Bhe said it was 
the most magnificent spectacle she 

had ever witnessed. 
And once more, recently, in Madison 

f^quare Garden we had a bloody prize 

fight, which was gotten up for "char¬ 
ity." This charity feature gave to our 

"high society" a good excuse for at¬ 

tending. And they did attend. We hnd 
in the papers lists of the ladies—the 

social leaders—who occupied ring-side 

boxes. We had vivid descriptions of 

how they were dressed, and even ho'w 

they held their lorgnettes iu watching 
tho tight. 

Now tho sad feature about it all is 
that those social leaders arc, almost all 
of them, prominent also m church ac¬ 
tivities. 

The attendance at prize lights is the 
culmination of that spirit of worldli¬ 
ness which started in card-playing, 
dancing, theatre-going, and other selfish 
indulgences and these things have 

sapped the spirituality of many follow¬ 
ers of tho Nazarene. 
Women, Watching a Struggle of Naked 

Men 

Think of women, whose influence is 

world-wide because of their wealth and 
position—women who belong to the 
Church of Christ, who have put Him on 
in baptism in renunciation of tho world, 
and who come to His holy communion 
table—think of such women, I say, sit¬ 
ting at a ringside watching and ap¬ 
plauding two practically naked men, 
pounding and bruising each other and 

struggling in sweat and blood until one 
is beaten down by cruel cunning and 
the sheer weight of superior brute 
forcel 

This shows how far womanhood has 
degenerated today, and how pitiful 
these selfish, cynical social leaders are 
in comparison with the modest, gentle, 
unselfish women of the past. 

These church women should bo re¬ 
buked for their presence at such dis¬ 

graceful orgies of blood and beasti- 
ality. They had no business there, and 
by going they brought reproach upon 
their Master and worked great injury 
to His cause. Have they forgotten 
their heroic heredity in the glorious 
past, as well as their Christian ideals 
in the living present? The early Chris¬ 
tians were often in the arenas of pa¬ 

ganism and heathenism, but always as 
victims and never as witnesses of the 
brutality and butchery that made such 

a popular holiday. Because the Chris¬ 
tian world today is one, and because 
these things harm the entire cause and 
bring reproach upon us all, I have the 

right as one preacher to cry out against 
them, and I do utter my protest, humbly 
but most earnestly! 

The Church a Holy Brotherhood 

I will not prolong further these il¬ 
lustrations of the sad apostasy into 

which the modern churches have fallen. 

I repeat, once more, that this appalling 
worldliness is the direct outgrowth of 
the loss of a vital faith. If meu and 

women had not lost their faith in the 
Word of God through the shallow 

preaching of today, they would not vio¬ 
late its precepts by indulging iu such 

folly. The Bible says: "Be not con¬ 
formed to this world: but be ye trans¬ 

formed by the renewing of your 

mind." It says again that we are to 
come out and be separate from those 
things. It says, again, "Havo no fel¬ 
lowship with the unfruitful works of 

darkness, but rather reprove them; for 

it is a shame even to -speak of tho.se 
things which are done of them in se¬ 

cret." The supreme need of the church 

today is precisely at this point. The 
Christian Church started as a holy 
brotherhood. The members of tho apos¬ 

tolic Church found their supreme satis¬ 
faction in serving Christ and not in 

seeking self-indulgent pleasures. They 
were men and women who walked tho 

heights of true altruism. They literally 
ga%'e themselves as well as their money. 

Historians have told us what an im¬ 

pression the self-sacrifice and the holi¬ 
ness of tho early Christian brotherhood 

made even upon the pagan communi¬ 
ties in which they labored. That 

is the reason they multiplied so rapidly. 
These historians have told us, for ex¬ 

ample, how when a plague would come 

to those ancient cities, all of the 

people would run away, except the 
Christians. They would stay behind to 

nurse the sick and comfort the sor¬ 

rowing and bury the dead. 
No wonder that such a church "had 

‘Earnestly contend for the faith”? What will you do about it? 
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favor with all of the people,” as the 
Bible puts it. Cyprian, who was a 
bishop at Carthage, in the third cen¬ 
tury A. D., used the following words, 
which give us a suggestive glimpse 
into the holiness and beauty of the 
church as it existed in his age. He says, 
in writing to his friend Donatus; 

"This is a cheerful world as I see it 
from my garden, under the shadow of 
my vines. But if I could ascend some 
high mountain, and look out over the 
wide lands, you know very well what 
I should seej brigands on the highways, 
pirates on the seas, armies lighting, 
cities burning; in the amphitheatres, 
men murdered to please applauding 
crowds, selfishness and cruelty and mis¬ 
ery and despair under all roofs. It is a 
bad world, Donatus, an incredibly bad 

world. But I have discovered in 
the midst of it a quiet and holy people 
who have learned a great secret. They 
have found a joy which is a thousand 
times better than any of the pleasures 

of our sinful life. They are despised 
and persecuted, but they care not. They 
are masters of their souls. They have 

overcome the world. These people, Do- 
natus, are the Christians—and I am 
one of them.” 

What a beautiful picture of a true 
and holy church in the midst of an evil 
world! Such churches were indeed cities 

of refuge to which the sinful and the 
sorrowing could fiee for salvation and 
peace. 

The true Christian does not need or 
want the things of the world. He finds 
his supreme satisfaction in serving 
Christ and in winning souls to God, Ho 
joy that this world can offer and no 

pleasure that sense can give is compar¬ 
able to the joy that the soul-winner 
and the consecrated worker for Jesus 
knows. 

The Victory ©f BIghteousness 
This marvelous passage from John 

gives us the full truth concerning it all. 
After warning us to “love not the 

world, neither the things that are in the 
world,” it tells us: "if any one love the 

world, the love of the Father is not in 
him.” We cannot have two loves. Our 

allegiance must be given whole-hearted¬ 
ly and unreservedly to the Father, or 
else W8 will drift inevitably toward sur¬ 

render to the world. And the text en¬ 
courages us by the knowledge that 

worldliness is at last not natural and 
necessary to us, but that it is a thing 

alien to the wise and righteous life. 
"For all that is in the world—the lust 
of the flesh and the lust of the eyes 

and the vainglory of life—is not of the 

Father, but it is of tie world.” These 
things, then, were not created by God. 

They do not, therefore, belong origin¬ 
ally and essentially to humanity. God 

created the world good and made man 
good, and that is His plan. The devil 

entered and led man into sin. Sin, 
therefore, is a dark blot in the history 

of the moral universe. It was not in 
the beginning; it does not belong in 

God’s order for the world, and there¬ 
fore, it must and will be finally de¬ 

stroyed. Sin and worldliness are not 

native to man in his God ordained and 

God created state. The Bible make.s 
clear the fact, therefore, that the devil 

is finally to be defeated, cast out and 
destroyed. 

And thi.'J fact brings us to the other 
great inspiring truth of this scripture; 

namely, that while the present world 

order, which is under the domination 
of the devil, is passing away, and the 

lust thereof, nevcthelesa: "Ke that 
doeth the will of God abideth forever”: 

"Godliness hath promise of the life 

which now is and that which is to 

come.” The child of God, therefore, 

is not distressed that he doss not have 

the things of this world. We do not 
need Jesus and the world, Jesus, thank 

God, is enough. The blessings of His 
presence, the inspirations of His fellow- 

shin. the jov of His service—these 

things arc satisfying and sufficient unto 

the soul. 

This is the victory that overcometh 
the world, even our faith. Yes, be¬ 
cause we believe God and accept the 
teaching of His Word, we are contented 
to walk as Pilgrims through this world 
knowing that we shall inherit an ever¬ 
lasting Kingdom. Listen: "He that 
doeth the will of God abideth forever.” 
We need to feast our minds and hearts 
once more in this materialistic age upon 
the glorious truth of Heaven. 

A little while ago I enjoyed e journey 
through the wonders of the Yellow¬ 
stone National Park. I started in at 
the Mammoth Hot Springs with their 
brilliantly colored terraces, and passed 

through the "golden glades,” across 
the beautiful meadows, surrounded by 
their snow-capped mountains, through 
the dark fir forests, by the great geyser 
basins, where Old Faithful and the 
other natural fountains were tossing up 
their tons of water, gleaming like jew¬ 
els in the sunlight, and on by the placid 

beauties of the Lake, until wo came, at 
last, to the Grand Canyon of the Yel¬ 

lowstone River. This great gorge has 
been chiselled out by the rushing river 
and the rains of many centuries. The 
soil is full of sulphur and other chemi¬ 

cals, and these brilliant colors have 
been laid bare as the gorge was cut 

down deeper and deeper. I stood one 
morning upon a mountain height over¬ 
looking all of that marvelous land. I 

remembered the beauties of the Mam¬ 
moth Hot Springs; I remembered the 
gushing, glorious geysers; I remembered 
the broad expanse of the Lake, flashing 

in the sunlight with millions of dia¬ 

monds; and then I looked down into the 
crowning glory of all that wonderful 
land—the Falls and the Grand Canyon 

of the Yellowstone. Yonder, to my 
right, the mighty river was leaping 

over its granite cliff, and in its foamy 
whiteness it looked from my vantage 
point like an enormou.s inverted ostrich 
plume slowly waving in the summer air. 

From its base the river, looking like a 
ribbon of green flecked with white, 
went rushing through the bottom of 

the gorge; and there was the Grand 

Canyon itself a mile beneath me with 
pinnacles and domes of rock lifting up 

their heads at this point and the other, 
and with the sides of the main gorge, 

and the ravines that ran from it, all 
ablas:e with glorious colors. It looked 

as though a giant artist had spilled bis 
pallet of paints within those depths; it 

looked as though a sunset had gone to 
shipwreck upon those peaks and the 

rugged sides of the mighty gorge, and 
the golden sunlight was flooding down 

upon it alii 

I stood there that morning lost in 

awe and wonder, and I thought: "Oh! 
Tf earth is like this, then what will 

Heaven be! If God has made his foot¬ 
stool so beautiful, then how glorious 

must be His high eternal home.” ^‘Eye 
hath not seen, nor ear heard, nor has it 

entered into the heart of man to under¬ 
stand, the things that God is preparing 

for them that love Him.” But because 

{fod is preparing them with omnipo¬ 

tent power, and preparing them for the 

children of His love, we know that 
heaven will surpass our highest hope 

and our fondest and most glorious 

dream. 
The world is passing away and the 

lust thereof, but "He that doeth the 

will of God abideth forever.” We do 
not envy the tawdry trappings and the 

idle pleasures of this poor passing 

world. We look with pity upon the 
worldlian, who is poor even though he 

may possess unbounded material wealth. 

With great serenity of soul, we pass by 

the thing that he clamors for, and in 
which he finds his satisfaction, and we 

sav to^him that we have "those riches 

of the‘spirit. ” that "treasure in heav¬ 

en” that abideth forever, "where nei¬ 

ther moth nor rust corrupt and where 

thieves do not break through nor steal.” 
Wljen all of this pageantry and pomp, 

this vain display of wealth and power, 

when all this pit and glitter have fall¬ 
en into dust forever, the child of God 
will just be beginning the enjoyment 
of those heavenly beauties and those 
transcendant delights which shall be his 
while the years of eternity rolll 

Interesting Correspondence 
We have received the following com¬ 

munication from a pastor in the West, 
which speaks for itself: 

"I appreciate your labor to rid our 
beloved denomination of the blight of 
Modernism, and if the following cor¬ 
respondence can be of any help to you, 
you may use it as you see fit. 

‘To the Committee of the American 
Baptist Foreign Mission Society, 
which examines Candidatea for the 
field. Dear Brethern: As a statement 
from you lately indicates that it is 
your policy to make sure that every 
missionary sent out by your Society 

holds the historic faith of the Bap¬ 

tists, I find myself compelled to send 

you the following information. I at¬ 
tended as a member of the same the 
ordination council of San Francisco' 
Baptist Association, A.pril 28, 1922, 

which met to examine Kenneth 

Hobart for ordination, I understand 

that he contemplates going to China 
under appointment of your Society. 
He gave a very clear statement of 
doctrine, which pleased me very much, 

but on being questione'd regarding his 
belief about the devil, he stated frank¬ 
ly that he, did not believe in the 
existence of a personal devil. This 
grieved me very much, as it seemed 
to me a repudiation of the inspiration 
and authority of the Bible. I felt it 
my duty to give you the facts, which 
you will also find in your examination 

of him. I felt sorry that in spite of 
this position the council voted to ex¬ 
press themselves satisfied with his 

statement of doctrine and recommend 
to ordain him, which places you in an 
embarassing position. If we expect 
Baptists to support missionaries sent 
out by your Society, they must be as¬ 
sured that they believe and preach 

the Bible as the Baptists understand 
it.’. 

Under date of May 17, 1922, P. H. 
P. Lerrigo sent me a very courteous 
letter, in which he suggests that, ‘Per¬ 

haps the divergence in his view in 
reference to the devil as compared 
with your own may have been a matter 

of phraseology rather than a real dif¬ 

ference of conviction’, and assuring 
me ‘that the question of his Christian 
faith will be gone into very thorough¬ 

ly when he appears before the Foreign 

Society for appointment.’ That the 

matter was not ‘a matter of phrase¬ 
ology rather than a real difference of 
conviction’ was plain to every member 

of the council. He expressed himself 

very strongly that he did not believe 
that any such person as the devil 

existed. No one was ever tempted to 
sin by any such being, but only by 

their subjective tendencies, I find, 

however, that the Society appointed 
and sent him to China, which to me 

is proof that in their judgment a 
person can be an orthodox Baptist 

without believing the teaching of the 

Bible regarding the devil.” 

Future Plans of the Fundament¬ 
alist. 

In the June issue of THE FUNDA¬ 

MENTALIST we announced that an 

article on the subject "Shall the Fun¬ 

damentalists Fight, or Falter and Fall 

Back” would appear in the July issue 
of the paper. On account of the vaca¬ 
tion time we are postponing this article 

until a later date. We hope in an 
early issue in the fall to have a frank 

discussion of this important subject. The 

"Spot-light on Brown University” is 

also held over. We hope to run this, 

next article in the series in the October 

issue. 

July—August 

The Baptist Bible Union 

(continued from page 4) 

don belief in the Bible as God’s Word, 
they have surrendered the last logical 
reason for their separate existence. It 
proposes, therefore, to exert its influ¬ 
ence toward the purging out from our 

denominational life, in every convention 

represented by its membership, those el¬ 
ements which, being contrary to the 
principles upon which the denomination 
is founded, must inevitably effect its 
disintegration. 

By the time this article is printed, 
copies of the revised Confession of 
Faith, as adopted at the Kansas City 
Meeting of the Baptist Bible Union, will 

be available, and will be mailed to all 
who will send their names and address¬ 
es to the Secretary, 130 Qerrard St., 
E., Toronto, Canada. As yet, we have 

no income, and are depending on the 

co-operation of Bible Baptists through¬ 
out North America to supply the funds 
for the carrying on of our work. We 
shall be grateful if those who have suffi¬ 

cient information of this movement to 
feel assured that they are in full sym¬ 
pathy with it will, when sending their 
application for copies of the Confession 

of Faith, send with it some contribution 
to defray the expense of printing. But 
if any feel disinclined to do this, and 

yet desire a copy of the Confession of 

Faith for their own information, it will 
be mailed on receipt of five cents in 

stamps. 

We invite every Baptist minister, 
every Baptist church member, and ev¬ 

ery Baptist church in North America to 
examine our Confession of Faith, and if 

they find it an expression of their soul’s 
conviction of the truth of the Gospel 
immediately to give their support to 
this movement by coming into fellow¬ 

ship with us. We desire to have every 
Baptist minister who is in agreement 

with us to enroll as a member of the 
Union, so that we may have him on our 
mailing list. And we urge every such 
Pastor to endeavour to lead his church 

to adopt our Confession of Faith, that 
we may also have a list of Baptist 

Bible Union churches. 

The Bible Union of North 

America 

We commend the foregoing very in¬ 

teresting article by Dr. T. T. Shields, 

President of the Bible Union of North 
America, in this issue. The Bible Union 
has been grossly misrepresented by mo¬ 

dernists and misunderstood by some 
Fundamentalists. This statement by Dr. 

Shields clarifies the atmosphere, and 
will be welcomed, therefore, by many 

devout believers in the Bible as the 
Word of God. The time is near at hand 

when the Fundamentalists of the North¬ 
ern Baptist Convention must decide 

whether they will follow a hesitating, 
compromising policy, or line up with 

the stronger and more definite leader¬ 
ship represented bv such organizations 

as the Baptist Bible Union, the Baptist 

Fundamentalist League of New York 
and other such groups. The time has 

come when at least we must seriously 

think about this problem, and our Fun¬ 
damentalist leaders in all groups should 

draw together for a compact organiza¬ 

tion and an aggressive policy. May it 
not be true that the time has come when 

all Fundamentalists ought to join forces 

with the Bible Union and let that be 
our one permanent organization for ag¬ 

gressive warfare? There ought to hr 

one or more meetings hettocon now otirf 
the Mihmulcee Convention of reprrsmtn- 

iwe Fii7idanietitalists frojn all groups 

and organizatione to take up for earnest 
and prayerful consideration our com¬ 

mon problems, in the hope that we mag 
come to an understanding and reach a 

basis of wnity for advancing our holg 

cause. 

Do not lag in the fight. Subscribe for The Fundamentalist Today 
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the apocalyptic receive great emphasis in the various meet¬ 
ings, and whole weeks are devoted to these aspects of relig¬ 
ion?- There is a^ Platform of Principles which is conspicu¬ 
ously posted in the various halls and bedrooms. The confer¬ 
ences are generally pretty true to these principles, I imagine. 
My readers will be interested in seeing what they are. (Note 
the emphasis that the platform puts upon the coming of 
Christ in glory): ^ 

I. The divine inspiration, integrity and authority of 
the Bible. 

II. The deity of our Lord Jesus Christ. 
III. The need and efficacy of the sacrifice of the Lord 

Jesus Christ for the redemption of the world. 
IV. The presence and power of the Holy Spirit in the 

work of redemption. 
V. The divine institution and mission of the Church. 

VI. The broad and binding obligation resting upon the 
Church for the evangelization of the world. 

VII. The consummation of the Kingdom in the appearing 
of the glory of the great God and our Saviour 
Jesus Christ. 

I have been one of the speakers at the Conference on 
Christian Citizenship held from August 5 to 10, under the 
auspices of the National Reform Association. It dealt with 
such subjects as Christianizing Education, Politics, Com¬ 
merce and International Relations, with Sunday, Prohibition, 
Church and State and the Perils of Mormonism. It is the 
first time that just this sort of conference has been held at 
Stony Brook, and it is a good sign. Dr. James S. Martin 
was the guiding spirit and not a thing was said by any of 
the dozen eminent speakers that was out of harmony with 
that evangelical spirit which pervades the Stony Brook con¬ 
ferences. Indeed, there is no conflict between the evangelis¬ 
tic message and the social gospel when both are reasonably 
and sanely presented. One endeavors to win the allegiance of 
every soul to Jesus Christ, the other endeavors to apply the 
principles of Jesus Christ to every department of human 
activity and to every social relationship. There has been a 
chasm between the two groups of workers because each has 
suspected tlie other. The evangelist has suspected the social 
reformer of being indifferent to the personal aspects of re¬ 
ligion, the individual's relationship to Jesus Christ, and the 
reformer and social worker has suspected the evangelist of 
being indifferent to the social evils and the pagan practises 
of business and politics. Both groups have perhaps been 
open to this criticism to some degree. There are signs that 
both sides are seeing that there is no conflict between the 
gospel of personal salvation and the gospel of social redemp¬ 
tion. There is no reason in the world that the man who 
preaches Jesus Christ as the Redeemer of the drunkard from 
his drink and the man who insists that the traffic in strong 
drink shall be wiped out of existence because it violates the 
principles of Jesus Christ should not work harmoniously to¬ 
gether and supplement each other. There is no reason in 
the world why the man who preaches that the reception of 
Jesus Christ into the heart will make a man pure and the 
man who insists that the traffic in women shall be stopped 
because it is a blot on a civilization we want to claim for 
Christ should not co-operate in every way. There is no 
reason why the evangelist who preaches the gospel of love 
displacing hatred in the heart through the presence of the 
Holy Spirit and tlie reformer who insists that war must be 
banished because it violates that very law of love and makes 
even the individual who has learned to love begin to hate 
again, should not clasp hands in a great common endeavor. 
The evangelist insists that the individual obey the law of 
God; the reformer says the community is also under the law 
of God and is accountable to the same moral judgment bar. 
It is greatly to be hoped that the long conflict between the 

two groups in the Church will cease. Personally, I think 
many of our evangelical brethren are making a mistake in 
confining their message too much to the saving of men out 
of a sinful world and not devoting enough attention to bet¬ 
tering that world itself. Equally, I think many of our social 
workers are making a mistake in confining their efforts to 
the redemption of institutions and not recognizing that every 
man has a relation to God as an individual as well as being 
a part of the social organism and the community. Let us all 
work together to make Christians and a Christian community 
in which Christian men may live. Let us teach little chil¬ 
dren personal loyalty to that dear Lord who loved them and 
claimed them. But let us also inrist that that community be 
cleansed of saloons, brothels, indecent plays, moving pic¬ 
tures and books, gambling. Sabbath breaking, overwork, child 
labor, foul tenements and everytliing that has no part with 
that Christ to whom we would lead them. 

I am glad to have visited Stony Brook. I congratulate Dr. 
Carson on the great work he is doing. I should like to at¬ 
tend the Conference on the Religious Life. In the confer- 
ferences on Prophecy and the Second Coming of Christ I 
would have absolutely no interest, and as one who greatly 
admires Dr. Carson and sees the wonderful opportunities he 
has there I would frankly say I think they are a waste of 
precious time and opportunity. I have dropped into many 
“prophetical” conferences, first and last, and found them 
simply “guessing games,” as practically all the books deal¬ 
ing with the same subject are. As to the second coming of 
Christ nobody knows anything about it; it is impossible to 
tell just what the writers of the New Testament themselves 
believed: it looks as if Paul himself changed his mind about 
it; equally good men hold utterly varying views about it; it 
does not seem to have any effect upon character one way or 
another, as half the saints believe in it and half do not; and 
what difference does it make, anyhow ? As to the times and 
seasons, every last speaker sets a new time—and none of us 
know anything about it. I am always afraid, too, that peo¬ 
ple who get too absorbed in all this speculation and all this 
cabalistic treatment of the Scripture will neglect the one 
thing for which, as'‘Christians, we are in this world—to estab¬ 
lish the rule of Christ, here and noiv, both in the hearts of 
men and nations. I do wish Dr. Carson would tell all his sooth¬ 
sayers, augurs and premillennialites to spend a quiet sum¬ 
mer somewhere with the Book of Daniel and the Revelation, 
with their charts and compasses and zodiacal tables, and put 
on a whole summer with the biggest men he could find on 
“How to Build the City of God in the World.'” That is the 
sole business and concern of a Christian. 

Frederick Ia'NCii. 

Througli their Young Men’s and Young Women’s Chins- 
tian Associations representing them in the World's Student 
Christian Federation, students of America are again pro¬ 
viding funds for aiding thousands of their unfortunate fel¬ 
low-students in Russia, Central Europe and the Near East. 
Up to April. 514 schools and colleges had given to the cur* 
rent 5'ear’s “Student Friendship Fund,” and from outside 
sources $183,547 had been received. Besides these amolmts, 
representatives of the Fund are administering in Russia a 
gift of $50,000 from Jewish students in America, given 
through the Jewish Joint Distribution Committee, and $10,- 
000 given by the Baptists. For four months to come 30,000 
students in Russia will be cared for. and many hundreds in 
Central Europe and the Near East are finishing their year’s 
work because of the generosity of students in thirty-five dif¬ 
ferent countries. 
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WITH Baptists religious liberty is born of the direct 

vision of God. Sometimes it has been a dream, when, 

like John Bunyan in the darkness of prison, they have 

gazed through the bars at the far-off stars. Sometimes it 

has been a theme of eloquent discourse, when they have ex¬ 

pounded it to others. Sometimes it has been a solace, when 

they have gone into exile for conscience sake, and some¬ 

times a battle cry, when they have shed their blood for it. 

But always it has been'a passion deep as life welling up 

from the depths of being in eternal faith and hope. 

If I could express in a word the heroic spirit of Swedish 

Baptists seventy-five years ago, and after, I could tell you 

what religious liberty means. If I could give to you the dis¬ 

tilled essence of the spirit of our Virginia fathers, and once 

more catch the vision of Roger Williams of Rhode Island, 

I could set forth the trutli. Nay, if I could reproduce in 

descriptive words the heroism of our brethren and sisters 

to-day in Russia, in Bessarabia, in Rumania, and many other 

countries I would need no other words. It was expressed in 

immortal words in Oncken’s reply to the Burgomaster: 

“Oncken,” said he, when he had been arrested, “as long as 

I can lift my little finger I will put you down from preach¬ 

ing this gospel.” “Mr. Burgomaster, as long as I can see 

God’s mighty hand above your little finger I will preach the 

gospel.’” 

Look, then, at the bases of religious liberty. 

There are three great discoveries made by every human 

soul which grows normally to maturity. First, it discovers 

the world. To the babe the world is a part of itself. Even 

our own mothers are at first a mere patch of moving color 

and a soothing sound. But when the babe tries to pluck the 

flame of a candle and burns its hand, or bumps its head on 

the floor, it makes the first great discovery. It discovers that 

the world is different from itself. The self and the world 

become henceforth great realities. Later when the moral 

nature awakes the soul discovers God, the greatest of all 

realities. When a human soul discovers God the foundation 

for religious liberty is laid. 

Men have wandered from the path of duty, civilization has 

gone astray, because these three realities, the self, the world 

and God, have not been properly related. The human prob¬ 

lem- has been how to relate personality to society, the indi¬ 

vidual life to the corporate life. But how to relate man to 

God comes first. It is the key to all problems. The quest 

for economic liberty, intellectual liberty, civil liberty, all go 

back to religious liberty as the root. 

Thomas Jefferson wrote his own epitaph before his death. 

It is most remarkable in the fact that although he served as 

President of the United States eight years, there is no men¬ 

tion of that fact. The epitaph reads as follow's: “Here lies 

*Address at Baptist World Alliance, Stockliolm, Sweden. 1923. ^ 

buried Thomas Jefferson, author of the declaration of Amer¬ 

ican Independence, of the statute of Virginia for Religious 

Freedom, and Father of the University of Virginia.” Jef¬ 

ferson had the spiritual vision to see that liberty is the foun¬ 

tain head of civilization and that religious liberty is the 

mother of all other forms of liberty. 

Sir Walter Besant, in his little book, “Building the Em¬ 

pire,” shows a similar insight. In an early sentence he 

shocked my American sensibilities by the declaration that 

the British Empire includes the British Isles, Australia, New 

Zealand, South Africa, Canada and the United States of 

America. The reader is amazed until he reads further Sir 

Walter’s statement that he is defining the empire not as a 

political or physical, but as a spiritual entity. He means that 

Great Britain was the seed plot of liberty for all these gov¬ 

ernments. The love of religious liberty is the deepest bond 

of unity and friendship among nations. 

Religious liberty rests upon man’s original creation in- 

God’s image. The purpose of God in creation did not ap¬ 

pear until the dust stood erect in the form of man as a free 

and self-determining being. Man as a person created 

God’s image, free and spiritual, competent to deal directly 

with God; with an upward look, an endless discontent with- 

the finite and temporal, a passionate yearning for the infinite 

and eternal; man, endowed with a conscience ringing in the 

soul like an alarm bell against wrongdoing; man, with a 

will of his own which he can misuse and bring on moral 

ruin, but which he can surrender to God; man, with an in- 

telect hungering for infinite truth and eternally discontented; 

man, with a heart which no earthly object can satisfy; man, 

self-willed and sinful and then penitent and believing, re¬ 

deemed by the power of Jesus Christ, Redeemer and Lord; 

man, recreated in the divine image, with the witness of the- 

Spirit in his soul, telling him of his eternal destiny; man, as 

a child of God seeking to walk worthily of his calling, and' 

heir of all the ages—this is the being and these the endow¬ 

ments which demand that great boon we call religious Hb- 

'’^As Baptists understand it. religious liberty excludes ccr- 

'^tain things and implies certain other things. It implies cer¬ 

tain rights, and along with these involves certain duties and 

^privileges. Let us look at these in order. 

/ First, religious liberty excludes a number of things. It 

/ excludes, for one thing, state authority in religion. The 

state depends on the use of force. Religion is moral and 

spiritual. The state uses coercion. Religion appeals only to 

freedom. The state deals w’ith evil doers. Religion seeks 

to produce righteous men and women. The state represses 

crime. Religion develops character. 

^ Again, religious liberty excludes the principle of tolera*- 
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tion in religion. To put the power and prestige of the state 

behind one form of religion and merely tolerate others is 

not religious liberty. It is religious coercion. God has not 

given the state any power to compel men in religion. Equal 

rights to all and special privileges to none is the true ideal 

Some do not know the difference between toleration and lib¬ 

erty. If a snail could speak it would say to the tortoise. 

"^ou go too fast fqr me.” The clod would say to the snail, 

“You go so fast you make me dizzy.” But neither clod nor 

snail nor tortoise would know of the mighty flight of the 

eagle overhead. Religious toleration is the snail and tor' 

toise. Religious liberty is the eagle. 

Religious liberty excludes the right of the state to impose 

taxes for the support of one form of religion against the 

conscience of the people. All honor to the heroes of passive 

resistance who refuse , to pay an obnoxious tax, which the 

state has no right to impose. A free church in a free state 
is the goal we should seek. 

Again, religious liberty excludes the imposition of relig¬ 

ious creeds by ecclesiastical authority. Confessions of faith 

by individuals or groups of men, voluntarily framed and set 

forth as containing the essentials of what men believe to be 

the Gospel, are all right. They are merely one way of wit¬ 

nessing to the truth. But when thev are laid upon men’s 

consciences by ecclesiastical command, or by a forjn of hu¬ 

man authority, they become a shadow between the soul and 

an intolerable j'oke, an impertinence and a tyranny. 

Religious liberty excludes centralized ecclesiastical gov¬ 

ernment. Men, redeemed by Christ, regenerated by His 

Spirit, born of divine power and grace, are capable of deal¬ 

ing directly with God. Each one has a right to a voice in 

religious affairs. God speaks directly to men. Even the 

humblest believer may be a channel of the highest divine 

wisdom. Democracy, or self-government in the Church, is 

the New Testament ideal. All believers are entitled to equal 
privileges in the Church. 

Religious liberty excludes priestly mediators and sacra¬ 

mental power of salvation. We have one priest, Jesus Christ, 

our great High Priest. All believers are priests entering 

into the most holy place. God's grace flows freely and di¬ 

rectly to all who have faith and respond to his call. God 

has not limited the gift of his grace to any particular human 

channel. No group of men has any monopoly of God’s grace, 

to withhold or bestow it upon their own conditions. God’s 

grace is direct. It is His free gift. "Let us come boldly to 

the throne of grace,” is the injunction of the sacred writer, 

f Religious liberty excludes infant baptism. Baptists re¬ 

fuse to treat the infant as a thing. We treat it as a poten¬ 

tial person. We recognize its will, its intelligence, its free¬ 

dom. \\ e will not rob it of the joy of conscious obedience 

in baptism. Proxy faith is a counterfeit faith. The New 

Testament recognizes only personal faith. Train the grow¬ 

ing child for God. Lead it to Christ. As the living flower 

at your feet requires the forces of the boundless universe to 

mould and shape it. so does the child require an infinite 

spiritual universe. As the flower needs the power of gravi¬ 

tation which grips all the systems, the sunlight that travels 

ninety million miles to paint its petals, the mysterious and 

wondrous power of electricity, and the complicated water 

system of the planet, to mould and shape it, so also the child 

needs God’s infinite truth. His boundless love. His immeas¬ 

urable power and His unspeakable grace to regenerate and 

mould the child into Christ’s image. Religious liberty re¬ 

quires that we let the child, as it grows up, learn the truth 

for itself, repent and believe for itself, obey Christ for itself, 

be baptized for itself, rejoice and struggle and grow for 

itself. To deny it these things is to rob it of its religiot 
rights 

Consider next what religious liberty implies. First of al 

religious liberty implies the greatest of human rights. Lt 

ijs glance at some of these rights. 

I The first is the right of direct access to God. No clouc 

no shadow of human authority, should come between the sou 

and its God. The second is man’s right to search for truti 

in religion. Jesus recognized this. He did not compel be 

lief by divine authority. He so lived and taught the truti 

that men discovered His Messiahship for themselves. Ilii 

revelations became their discoveries. Many things arc re¬ 

vealed which men do not discover. The cause of many dis¬ 

eases was clearly revealed in signs and symptoms through 

the ages. But it required the genius and insight of a Pas¬ 

teur to discover the germ. When he made this discovery he 

revolutionized the science of medicine. The facts of the 

solar system were revealed during all past ages. But not 

until Copernicus made his great discovery did we know that 

the sun is the center. Jesus was revealed to the disciples as 

the divine Son of God, but not until by faith they discovered' 

Him did they understand Him. "Who do ye say that I am?”' 

was His question. "Thou art the Christ, the Son of God,”' 

was their answer. He dawned upon them like a sunburst- 

They discovered His glory and were lifted to divine heighf&. 

religious liberty implies the right of free utter- 

aWTand propogation of truth. The evil powers of the world 

have ever sought to stifle men. Heroes have led the way in. 

the witness for the truth. Martin Luther is one of the great¬ 

est heroes of all time because at a supreme moment in the 

spiritual history of the race, with every earthly power ar¬ 

rayed against him, at the Diet of Worms he said: “Here I 

s^nd. I can do no otherwise. God help me.” 

Religious liberty implies the right of equal privilege in the 

chilrch. There are no spiritual lords in the Christian relig¬ 

ion, except the one Lord, Jesus Christ. Christ brings the 

common man to his rights. Under the old human systems 

the Church or the State was everything, the common man 

nothing. The Church or State was like the tree, enduring 

through the generations. Common men were like the leaves 

on the tree that fell to the ground and perished with the sea¬ 

sons. The State or Church was like the ocean, enduring the 

centuries; common men were like the waves, rising and fall¬ 

ing and disappearing forever. Christ says, "Let the common 

man speak. Give him a voice in your affairs. Let God 

speak through him.” Look at that group of worshipers in 

that first church at Corinth. All grades and classes in society 

are represented. There is a Greek with classic features in¬ 

dicating culture. There is a Roman, rugged and strong of 

feature. There is a rich man, and by his side a slave. There 

is a city official, and there is a regenerated outcast. There 

are the respectable, and among them the Scarlet Woman, 

washed and cleansed by the blood of Christ. There is a 

northern barbarian and a swarthy Ethiopian, for Corinth 

was a cosmopolitan city representing the ends of the earth. 

The Roman government was an iron band holding the world 

together by force. Here is a new inward spiritual bond unit¬ 

ing men on a new principle of a common faith and hope and 

love. Here is loyalty and obedience to a common Saviour, 

Jesus Christ, who has shown them the way to God. Here is 

a new freedom, a new equality of privilege, a new brother¬ 

hood. This Corinthian church is a new spiritual democracy. 

It is the seed plot of all future democracies because it is an 

embodiment of religious liberty in its primary meaning of 
free access to God. 

JS9 also religious liberty implies the right of free associa- 
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on and organization for religious purposes. All men with 

eligious beliefs and convictions have a right to organize and 

iropagate their views. There never has been and never will 

le any human government, civil or ecclesiastical, with any 

•ight to curb or hinder or thwart the utmost freedom of men 

;o associate themselves together, to organize, and to propa¬ 

gate the truth as they see it. 

And this leads to the statement that religious liberty im¬ 

plies the right of men to demand of governments under which 

they live protection in the free exercise of their religion. 

That government which persecutes men for religious beliefs 

commits a crime against God and man. That government 

which is partial in its treatment of religious beliefs violates 

the principles of common justice, transgresses eternal and 

inalienable human rights and defies the will of God. 

Having considered the rights which religious liberty in¬ 

cludes, I consider next what are the duties imposed. Among 

these duties are the following; 

First of all, is the duty to search for and discover truth. 

God gave us the Bible. God made the world. There is no 

conflict between truths. The city of truth which science is 

bu3ding up from the earth, when completed and purified, 

will be seen to be a suburb of the city of God which is de¬ 

trending from heaven arrayed in the glory of a bride adorned 

'for her husband. Let us not fear that God’s revelation in 

mature will conflict with His revelation in redemption. Christ 

is the key to both. Slowly science is fashioning a crown 

for Him. Slowly economics and sociology are fashioning a 

crown for Him. Slowly psychology and biology are fash¬ 

ioning a crown for Him. Slowly His people are fashioning 

a crowm for Him. He who went forth with a single crown 

will return crowned wdth many crowns. All the armies of 

truth shall follow' Him, and on his vesture shall be written 

TIis name, “King of kings and Lord of lords.” 

I name next the duty of sacrifice for truth. To discover 

wtruth is one thing. To be willing to sacrifice and even die 

for it is another. Christ's witnesses have ever been Christ's 

martyrs. Let us never forget: 

“Though love repine and reason chafe. 
There comes a voice without reply, 

’Tis man’s perdition to be safe 
When for the truth he ouglit to die.” 

Let us also remember that— 

the light of burning martyrs Christ’s bleeding feet I 
track, 

'Toiling up new Calvaries ever, with the cross that turns not 
back, 

And tliose mounts of anguish number how each generation 
learned 

Some new word in that grand credo which in prophet hearts 
has burned 

Since the first man stood God-conquered with his face to 
heaven upturned.” 

A third duty is to protest with all our souls against relig¬ 

ious oppression. Baptists believe in religious liberty for 

tbemselves. But they believe in it equally for all men. With 

ttliem it is not only a right: it is also a passion. While we 

lhave no sympathy with atheism or agnosticism or material¬ 

ism, we stand for the freedom of the atheist, agnostic and 

materialist in his religious or irreligious convictions. To 

God he stands or falls. He will render his account to the 

Eternal Judge, not to men. So also the Jew and the Catho¬ 

lic are entitled to protection in the exercise of their relig¬ 

ious liberty. Baptists do not desire to share the errors of 

men, but we are, and ever have been, and ever will be, pas¬ 

sionate and devoted champions of the rights of men. The 

supreme and inalienable right of all men is the right to di- 

^ct and free and unhindered approach to God. 

L—^e next duty involved in religious liberty is loyalty to 

thd state. The state is ordained of God. It serves a divine 

md and purpose. Baptists have ever been ardent patriots. 

Liberty is not license. Liberty is opportunity for service. 

Religious liberty is the prime condition for every kind of 

human progress. Let a man have free access to God and 

hear God’s voice, and he will become a champion of law 

and order. He will become a champion of the economic 

rights of men. He will become an advocate of the Golden 

Rule in all industrial relations. He will become an evan¬ 

gelist of brotherhood among the nations, of peace on earth 

and good-will among them. He will oppose war because he 

knows that war is directly opposed to the Gospel of Christ 

He will pray for his own country and for all countries. He 

will live and strive and pray that his own country may be- 

coine^j^aj^,oi. God's Kingdom. 

finally, religious liberty involves the supreme duty of loy- 

alt^o Jesus Christ. Not license, self-will, or human will, 

bAt^od’s will as revealed in Christ is the goal of history 

and of religious liberty. There is no danger in tliis relig¬ 

ious liberty centered and anchored in Jesus Christ. Catho¬ 

lics are afraid of it and want to impose the authority of the 

Pope and the Church. Cardinal Gibbons defines religious 

liberty as “the right to worship God according to the dic¬ 

tates of a right conscience, and practice that form of religion 

most in harmony with man’s duty to God.” But a right con¬ 

science is a Catholic conscience, and the Catholic religion 

alone answers the above description as Cardinal Gibbons 

sees it. Wrapped up in that definition is all oppression. 

Gibbets and prisons and thumbscrews and racks are con¬ 

cealed in it. It can start martyr fires which would girdle 

the earth. 

Another Catholic writer, referring to the Pope, says: “We 

acknowledge that authority: we proclaim it; we embrace it, 

as one surrounded by dark and turbulent waters clings to a 

lone spar lifting to safety above the perils of the deep. We 

may, indeed, hear the siren song of liberty; we may feel in 

our hearts the urge of our race to be free; we may be 

tempted to turn and walk no more in the way pointed out to 

us. But we know full well that liberty without authority is 

the kiss of death. As a kite without a string, a ship without 

a rudder, a meteor that has strayed from its orbit in the 

skies, so is man when the tie that binds him to his Creator 

is cut asunder. He floats through life, a wayward and mean¬ 

ingless atom in the universe, his destiny thwarted, his future 

nothing but darkness, desolation and extinction. Oh, give 

us faith, that virtue which reaches down from heaven to lift 

the universe.’” 

But authority here advocated is that of the Pope and the 

Catholic Chrtrch, and these are not the true authority. Jesus 

Christ is that authority. Unto Him is committed the desti¬ 

nies of the human race. Let Him have sway in men’s hearts 

and they will realize their true freedom. Freedom only 

comes when a m.an finds his true object and is impelled by a 

higher motive. No man finds his soul’s true object until he 

finds Jesus Christ. None have such spontaneity of action, 

such untrammeled energy and buoyancy as men who have 

acquired the freedom that Christ, the Son, gives. Look at 

Paul. ITe abounds in images which suggest spontaneity and 

exuberant joy. See him yonder when, like a mighty swim¬ 

mer rising above the billows of adversity and difficulty, he 

exclaims. “I can do all things through Christ.” Hear him 

as he spreads the wings of devotion and in a splendid flight of 

mvstic passion he shouts. “For me to live is Christ, and to 
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Square, the monument to Nurse Cavell, the monument to a 

woman's devotion, is ever uttering to us her memorable 

words as she died. These words are not inscribed upon the 

monument, any more than Nelson's words are inscribed upon 

the column. It is not necessary, for to all generations it will 

speak, and no one will ever be able to look at the statue of 

Nurse Cavell without hearing her dying words, "I have 

learned that patriotism is not enough.” 

Those two monuments stand in Trafalgar Square pro¬ 

claiming apparently antagonistic sentiments. But they are 

not antagonistic. We are moving on to the point of develop¬ 

ment where they will blend. “England expects every man 

to do his duty” will merge into “God expects every nation to 

do its duty,” and then the love of country will be in a sense 

transformed; it will mean the passionate desire of every citi- 

2en of a great country that his country may be worthy and 

able to contribute its quota to the general welfare of the 

world. Go round about Trafalgar Square, consider her col¬ 

umns and her monuments, until that idea becomes familiar, 

so obvious that no one would venture to dispute it. 

Now we are going to offer three considerations which may 

make this great consummation of history appear not an idle 

dream, as, we are sorry to say, it still does to a great many 

people who are pessimistic, but a true reading of the real 

trend and development of human history. These three con¬ 

siderations will not appeal equally to everyone, one to some, 

another to another, and the third to a few, but if any of us 

can estimate these three considerations, take them into ac¬ 

count, we shall find a very strong hope growing in our hearts 

that this Kingdom of God is sure to come, and that what 

seems to-day so impossible will be realized by ways we never 

dreamed of, and as we realize the possibility even we shall 

all rise up to greet it and to accomplish it. Now, the first 

consideration is this: it is a very obvious one, but it is just 

as well to point out the things th^t are happening around us: 

the rapid and undreamed-of drawing together of the whole 

world, not only into a unity, but almost into a particular 

place, must have vast consequences. The conquest of the 

air, terrible, indeed, if war is to be included in the program 

of the future, terrible as it was seen to be in that prophetic 

verse of Tennyson’s long ago. this conquest of the air is 

really one of the gieatest possibilities for the realization of 

the Kingdom of God, because it has speeded up the relations 

of men with on^ another; it has brought us into touch with 

one another. We are told only this past week that an airship 

is being prepared in Hamburg which will convey three hun¬ 

dred passengers in all the comfort of an Atlantic liner, and will 

cross from Hamburg to New York in forty-eight hours. 

The discovery of the wireless telegraphy has brought the 

world literally together; it has made the world in a sense 

quite small; it points to the time when men will be able, all 

over the world, to consult together with more unanimity 

than hitherto the people of a single nation have been able to 

consult. And with the application of the same principle to 

the telephone, and, what is now becoming common, “listen¬ 

ing in,” listening to things that are uttered many miles 

away, even thousands of miles away, it all points to some¬ 

thing which will soon be the commonplace of our children’s 

experience. The whole world will become one auditorium 

in which one voice can speak to all mankind. And that sig¬ 

nificant and almost unimaginable discovery which is im¬ 

plied in this broadcasting, if you come to think of it, is the 

condition of the nations becoming one, and of mankind living 

logetlvcr in tlie same peace that at present the people of a 

single country enjoy. 

Nov/, the second consideration is of a different kind. This 

unification of the nations, this solidarity of man, has always 

been anticipate'd and foretold by prophetic minds. For ex¬ 

ample, in those prophetic writings which are the most famil¬ 

iar to us, the writings of the Old Testament prophets, you 

can see constantly flashing in upon their minds the certainty 

of this accomplishment. They see the nations flowing to¬ 

gether and coming up to the House of the Lord. They sec 

those nations learning war no more, but changing their im¬ 

plements of warfare into implements of industry; they sec 

the nations of the world harmonized in a common knowledge, 

“The knowledge of the Lord shall cover the earth as the wa¬ 

ters cover the sea.” And that prophecy to which we have 

just referred in passing, that prophecy of Tennyson’s, which 

you must remember was written in 1842, must appear very 

extraordinary to us to-day. You cannot help thinking that 

Tennyson was among the prophets, that the spirit of God 

was guiding him. Or it may only have been that he had 

studied those Old Testament prophets until their expecta¬ 

tions had become his. But that passage which we so often 

quoted during the war, because it referred to the aerial war¬ 

fare which was our torment, ends, as you remember, in the 

forecast of that complete unity of the nations about which 

•ve are speaking to you to-night: 

For I dipt into the future, far as human eye could see, 
Saw the Vision of the world, and all the wonder that would 

be; 
Saw the heavens fill with commerce, argosies of magic sails, 
I’ilots of the purple twilight, dropping down with costly 

bales; 
Heard the heavens fill with shouting,' and there rain’d a 

ghastly dew 
From the nations’ airy navies grappling in the pentral blue;. 
Far along the world-wide whisper of the south-wind nfsb-- 

ing warm. 
With the standards of the peoples plunging thro’ the {Ttuti^- 

der-storm; 
Till the war-drum throbb’d no longer, and the battle-ffagS' - 

were furl’d 
In the Parliament of man, the Federation of the world.” 

I 

“In the Parliament of man, the Federation of the world"— - 

.’•hat a prophecy that is! In days when the world had never ' 

conceived the possibility of a League of Nations, and wh’en-' 

Tennyson himself was farther off from even thinking of it 

than perhaps any man then living. 

But there is a third consideration, Christ must have an^ 

Heipated this, and He must have pointed the way to its reaff- 

zation. For though He seemed not interested in the politics 

of His time, and seemed to hold aloof deliberately from any 

judgment upon a political issue, He uttered that prophecy 

which covers the whole ground. He said, “I, if I be lifted* 

up, will draw all men unto Me.” And He pictured the end' 

of this world’s history as a judgment of the nations brought 

before His judgment seat. It is therefore evident to us that 

what Christ was always telling men, though they could not 

understand it, was exactly what now we begin to hope for— 

a real parliament of man, a federation of the world. He 

passed His life in the bosom of a nation that was indeed 

fanatical in its nationalism, and He was surrounded by that 

great Roman Empire which was the absolute negation of the 

Kingdom of God. It demanded worship for itself in the per¬ 

son of its Cssar. German ICaiserism was only the continua¬ 

tion of that Roman conception, and the diseased national¬ 

isms of to-day, since the war, are perpetuating just the blind 

nationalism of Judah. It -was in the midst of those national¬ 

ist states or imperialistic conceptions that He passed His life. 

And how did He treat them? He, as it were, looked over 

them and took no notice of them. He was a true lover of 

His people, but He only loved the Jews because they were 

part of humanity, and He wished them to contribute their 

quota to the world. Salvation, He said, is of the Jews. His 
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coming among the Jews was the Jews’ one contribution to 

the life of mankind. But He did not love that Roman Em¬ 

pire. He treated it with absolute scorn. Cjesar meant noth¬ 

ing to Him. He knew that that, like every other imperialism, 

would vanish away in dust, leaving nothing but the tragedy 

of its defilement behind. He stood among men, a true Son 

of His people, but without any mad nationalism. He stood 

in the Roman Empire conceiving a Kingdom of God. No 

rebel against the powers that then were, but ignoring them 

as transitory and unimportant. For the Roman Empire was 

to pass away, and many other empires were to pass away, 

and it mattered little to the world. The one thing that mat¬ 

tered was that the Kingdom of God would come, and that 

He, Christ, would be Lord of lords and King of kings. .\nd 

it is that certainty of Christ upon this subject that should 

give us confidence in believing that this better day is coming, 

when the nations shall literally flow together and be united 

in a common faith and loyalty to the supreme good. 

X A Message to the Baptist World 

To the Baptist Brotherhoed, to Other Christian Brethren, 

Alliance 

and to the World 

The Third Baptist World Congress, meeting in Stock¬ 

holm, Sweden, July, 1923, and representing with few 

exceptions the Baptists of every country in the world, 

a constituency numbering nine millions of baptized members 

and many millions of adherents, in view of world conditions, 

and resolutely facing the problems of the future, makes this 

declaration of Baptist principles and purposes to the Chris¬ 

tians and peoples of the world. 

We are, first and always, Christians, acknowledging in its 

deepest and broadest sense the Lordship of Jesus Christ, and 

devoted to Him as the Son of God and Saviour of the world. 

We rejoice that the spiritual unity of all believers is a 

blessed reality, not dependent upon organization or ceremo¬ 

nies. We pray that by increasing obedience to Christ’s will 

this unity may be deepened and strengthened among Chris¬ 

tians of every name. 

I 
THE LORDSHIP OF JESUS CHRIST 

There are various ways of stating the fundamental Bap¬ 

tist principle. If we indicate the source of our knowledge, 

we say the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments are 

divinely inspired and are our sufficient, certain and authori¬ 

tative guide in all matters of faith and practice. As to the 

nature of the Christian religion, we affirm that it is personal 

and spiritual. We believe in the direct relation of each imli- 

vidual to God, and the right of every one to choose for him¬ 

self in all matters of faith. A Christian's religion begins in 

the soul when personal faith is exercised in Jesus Christ, the 

divine Redeemer and Lord. As the Revealer of God to men 

and the Mediator of salvation, Jesus Christ is central for 

Christian faith. His will is the supreme law for the Chris¬ 

tian. He is Lord of the conscience of the individual and of 

the Church, Hence, the Lordship of Jesus Christ is a cardi¬ 

nal teaching of Baptists. It excludes all merely human au¬ 

thorities in religion. 

THE NATURE OF BAPTIST UNITY 

We desire to impress upon our Baptist brethren in every 

part of the world the importance of Baptist unity at the 

present time. Accepting the voluntary principle in religion 

and regarding the nature of Christianity as a spiritual rela¬ 

tion between man and God, we inevitably take the same atti¬ 

tude on questions of faith and conduct as they arise within 

the Church. V\'e hold fast to the freedom with which Christ 

iias set us free, and this principle implies that we must be 

willing to love and to work with those who, agreeing with 

us on the main things and in loyalty to our distinctive Bap¬ 

tist principles, have their own personal convictions upon non- 

essentials. All Baptist organizations are formed on the vol¬ 

untary principle. None of these possesses authority over any 

other. All enjoy equal rights and autonomy within Che lim¬ 

its of their own purposes. 

C*»RISTIAN UNtTV 

Baptiste have ever held all who have communion with God 

in our Lord Jesus Christ as our Christian brethren in the 

work of the Lord, and heirs with them of eternal life. We 

love their fellowship, and maintain that the spiritual union 

does not depend upon organization, forms or ritual. It is 

deeper, higher, broader and more stable than any or all e.x- 

^'MTials. All who truly are joined to Christ are our brethren 

in the common salvation, whether they be in the Catholic 

communion, or in a Protestant communion, or in any other 

communion, or in no communion. Baptists, with all evan¬ 

gelical Christians, rejoice in the common basic beliefs: the 

incarnation of the Son of God, His sinless life, His super¬ 

natural works, His deity. His vicarious atonement, and res¬ 

urrection from the dead, His present reign and His coming 

kingdom, with its eternal awards to the righteous and un¬ 

righteous. 

To Baptists it is entirely clear that the direct relation of 

the soul to God, or the universal priesthood of believers, is 

the basis of the New Testament teaching as to the Church 

and the ministry. Christian unity, therefore, as Baptists un¬ 

derstand the New Testament, is a result of the operation of 

the Holy Spirit arising from a common faith in Christ, en¬ 

lightened by a common understanding of His teachings, in¬ 

spired by a common vision of the ends of the Kingdom of 

God, and issuing in a free and voluntary co-operation in the 

execution of the will of Christ. Christian unity is thus a 

flexible principle, adapting itself to every situation. It ad¬ 

mits co-operation so far as there is agreement, and abstains 

from all coercion beyond this point. 

The implications of the voluntary principle based upon the 

universal priesthood of believers in their bearing upon Chris¬ 

tian unity are clear. Baptists cannot consent to any form 

of union which impairs the rights of the individual believer. 



September 1, 1923. A RELIGIOUS WEEKLY REVIEW 269 

We cannot unite with others in any centralized ecclesiastical 

organization wielding power over the individual conscience. 

^Ve cannot accept the sacerdotal conception of the ministry 

which involves the priesthood of a class with special powers 

for transmitting grace. We cannot accept the conception of 

ordination made valid through a historic succession in the 

miniftry. As Baptists understand the New'Testament, all 

believers being priests unto God, the ministry can possess no 

sacerdotal powers. They are called to special tasks of 

preaching and teaching and administration. They remain 

the spiritual equals of other believers in the Church. Again, 

the principle of the universal priesthood of believers involves 

the direct authority of Jesus Christ our great High Priest. 

Christian unity, therefore, can only come through obedience 

to the will of Christ as revealed in the New Testament, 

which Baptists must ever take as their sole, sufficient, cer 

tain and authoritative guide. 

THE BAPTIST FAITH AND MISSION 

As Baptists view it, the Christian religion finds its central 

truth in the incarnation of God in Jesus Christ, whose sin¬ 

less life and heavenly wisdom, whose deity, atoning death, 

resurrection from the dead, and whose second coming and 

lordship in the Kingdom of God constitute and qualify Him 

for His work as its Founder and Mediator. God calls all 

men to .salvation through Him, in whom they are freely jus¬ 

tified by grace through faith, and regenerated by the opera¬ 

tion of the Holy Spirit. Regeneration, or the new birth, is 

a necessary condition of church membership, since in this 

way alone can the churches be kept spiritual and responsive 

to the will of Christ. Church membership of believers only 

is a fundamental Baptist principle. Each church, as made 

up of the regenerate, is competent to conduct its own affairs. 

It is, therefore, by its nature and constitution, a spiritual de¬ 

mocracy, free and self-governing, and answering to Christ 

alone as its ultimate authority. 

The New Testament recognizes nothing as baptism but the 

immersion in water of the believer in Christ upon profession 

of faith. In the Lord’s Supper it recognizes no sacerdotal 

authority in those who administer it, and no sacramental 

quality in the bread and wine, by virtue of which it conveys 

grace through any change in the elements. 

In the matter of the polity, the officers and the ordinances 

of a church. Baptists seek to preserve the spirituality and 

simplicity of the New Testament, and at the same time the 

proper proportion of emphasis. A group of great spiritual 

principles underlies their conception of a church at all 

points. As a self-governing spiritual democracy, a church 

recognizes the spiritual competency and freedom of the indi¬ 

vidual members. Since it requires a personal profession of 

faith as a condition of baptism, it eliminates the proxy ele¬ 

ment in faith and respects the rights of personality. Hence, 

infant baptism is utterly irreconcilable with the ideal of a 

spiritual Christianity. Voluntary and not compulsory bap¬ 

tism is a vital spiritual principle of the New Testament. 

The officers of a church are teachers and leaders, not eccle¬ 

siastical authorities. Thus at all points a church of Christ 

IS the outward expression of great spiritual principles: the 

supreme value of personality, the inalienable rights of free 

choice and of direct access to God, the equality of all be¬ 

lievers, and their common spiritual priesthood. No charge, 

therefore, can be more groundless than that Baptists are 

ceremonialists or sacramentalists. They are the exact oppo¬ 

site of these things. 

In harmony with the above principles, Bapists conceive 

their mission to the world to be moral and spiritual. Pri¬ 

marily, their duty is to make known the will of Christ and 

secure the willing submission of men to Him, as set forth 

in the Gospel of the grace of God. Evangelization and mis¬ 

sions thus become prime factors in the program of Baptists. 

The command of Christ to preach the Gospel to every crea¬ 

ture is of permanent binding force. The necessity for edu¬ 

cation, philanthropy and civic and social righteousness in 

manifold forms arises inevitably out of evangelizing and 

missionary activity. 

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY AND ITS APPLICATIONS 

Baptists from the beginning of their history have been the 

ardent champions of religious liberty. They have often been 

persecuted, but they could never persecute others save in de¬ 

fiance of their own principles. Religious liberty is an in¬ 

herent and inalienable human right. It arises out of the di¬ 

rect relation of the soul to God. Man is constituted in God’s 

image. He is a free personality. Moral responsibility is 

based upon this freedom. This is a fundamental axiom of 

ethics as well as of religion. 

Religious liberty, in Its broadest significance, implies the 

following elements: First, no human authority of any kind, 

in society at large, in church or state, has any right to re¬ 

press or hinder or thwart any man or group of men in the 

exercise of religious belief or worship. Second, the right of 

every man and group of men to complete freedom in the 

search for, the worship of, and obedience to God. Third, 

freedom to teach and preach those beliefs and truths which 

men may hold as committed to them from God to be made 

known to others. 

Religious liberty is inconsistent with any union of Church 

and State, because the Church rests upon the spiritual prin¬ 

ciple of free choice, while the State rests upon law with an 

ultimate appeal to physical force. It is inconsistent with 

special favor by the State towards one or more religious 

groups and toleration towards others, because equality of 

privilege is a fundamental and inalienable religious right of 

all men. It is inconsistent with priestly and episcopal au¬ 

thority and infant baptism, because free choice and volun¬ 

tary obedience to Christ are essential to the Christian re¬ 

ligion. 

Thus Baptists stand for the rights of the individual versus 

the close ecclesiastical corporation, the direct relation of the 

soul to God versus the indirect, free grace versus sacramen¬ 

tal grace, believer’s baptism versus infant baptism, personal 

versus proxy faith, the priesthood of all believers versus the 

priesthood of a class, democracy in the church versus autoc¬ 

racy or oligarchy or other forms of human authority. Re¬ 

ligious liberty is not license. It gives no right to the indul¬ 

gence of lust or sin in any form. It confers no exemption from 

the authority of the State in its own sphere. It implies and re¬ 

quires loyalty to Christ on the part of every Christian. For non- 

Christians it implies responsibility to God alone for relig¬ 

ious beliefs and freedom from all coercion in matters of re¬ 

ligious opinion. Baptists have ever insisted upon religious 

freedom for unbelievers and atheists as well as Christians. 

However deplorable their unbelief, they are responsible, not 

to human authorities, but to God. 

RELIGION AND ETHICS 

Our religion is not only for the salvation of the individual, 

it is also ethical and social. The new life in Christ creates 

a new moral character and a new sense of social responsi¬ 

bility. The Christian ideal is God’s Kingdom. He is to 

reign in all realms of life. His will is to rule in the family, 
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the church, in industry, in society, in the arts, in the state, 

and in international relations. 

FAMILY LIFE 

Family life of high quality is fundamental to all human 

progress. Here especially should personality, its needs, its 

discipline and development, control. Here Christ’s law of 

mutual love and service should rule. Children are free per¬ 

sonalities to be reared in the nurture and admonition of the 

Lord. The will is not to be broken, but disciplined and 

trained. The home should be a living fountain of religious 

life, where prayer and the study of the Scriptures should not 

be shifted to the school or to any other agency. Divorce is 

one of the greatest evils of the day in many parts of the 

world. The duty of all Christians everywhere is to resist 

this evil. Christ’s teaching on the subject should be respected 

and every proper means employed to resist and correct the 

tendency to divorce. The sacredness of the marriage vow 

and the purity of home life should be safeguarded in all pos¬ 

sible ways. 

CHRISTIANITY AND SOCIAL QUESTIONS 

There is widely apparent in the churches to-day the 

growth of a new conscience in relation to social problems 

and a new quest for the will of God in modern society. We 

are realizing afresh that the purpose of Christianity is the 

purification of the entire life of humanity, its end a commu¬ 

nity truly and completely Christian. The noble and self- 

sacrificing work of caring for the social wreckage of our 

time, the poverty-stricken and the outcast, must not cease. 

But our duty does not end there. Not simply by doing an 

honest day’s work, or by cultivating relations of brotherhood 

with one’s fellow-workers, important as these are, can the 

Christian obligation be fully met. We must strive also to 

the end that the organization of society itself shall accord 

with Christ's will, as well as that one’s calling within society 

shall be conformable thereto. 

Baptists gladly recognize the Christian duty of applying 

the teaching and spirit of our Lord to social, industrial and 

family relations. While not committed to any of the varied 

and conflicting theories of economics, we affirm the Chris¬ 

tian conception of industrial relations to be co-operation 

rather than competition. Life is a stewardship held for the 

enrichment of all, and not simply for personal gain. 

We stand for world peace through international courts of 

justice, industrial peace through obedience to the rule of 

Christ, “Do unto others as ye would they should do unto 

you,” domestic peace by acceptance of the sanctity of the 

marriage bond and the parental responsibility to train chil¬ 

dren in the nurture and love of the Lord. 

CHRISTIAN STEWARDSHIP 

Christian stewardship rests upon the foundation of God’s 

ownership of ourselves and our possessions. “Ye are not 

your own. Ye have been bought with a price," is the divine 

declaration. All wealth is to be held in trust as God’s gift. 

It is to be used as He commands. The right of private own¬ 

ership of property by the Christian does not mean the right 

to do as he wills with his own, but rather as God wills.’ The 

mere accumulation of wealth is not the aim of the Christian 

business man, but rather the use of wealth in the service of 

God and men. Under the old dispensation the Jews gave at 

least one-tenth of their income to the service of God. Chris¬ 

tians are not under law, but under the Gospel. But surely 

their obligation requires giving upon a scale equal to that of 

Jews. One-tenth, however, does not exhaust the Christian’s 

obligation. All that he has belongs to God and his giving 

should be in proportion to the needs and requirements of the 

i-ord’s work and his own ability, whether it be one-tenth or 

nine-tenths, or even more of his income. 

THE SABBATH 

W’e recognize and reaffirm with vigor the sanctity of the 

Sabbath: all work except works of necessity and mercy 

should be avoided on the Sabbath day. God has appointed 

one day in seven as a day of rest and worship and it should 

be observed by all men in accordance with the divine com¬ 

mand. We condemn as un-Christiasi the commercialization 

of the Sabbath day in the interest of business or amusement 

of any kind. As a civil institution, one day in seven, ob¬ 

served as a day of rest, has proved to be in the highest de¬ 

gree promotive of human welfare. The religious observance 

of the Sabbath as a day of worship is a matter for free and 

voluntary action. Laws to compel such observance are op¬ 

posed to religious liberty. But laws to protect the Sabbath 

ns a civil institution are right and should be enforced. 

TEMPERANCE 

We record our conviction that the modern movement to 

curb traffic in strong drink for beverage purposes is of God. 

We believe that governments should recognize the movement, 

and that instead of deriving support from it through taxa¬ 

tion, should abolish this traffic. 

BAPTISTS AND LOYALTY TO STATE 

Baptists liave always been a loyal and patriotic people. 

This attitude arises out of their fundamental principles. It 

is a necessary result of their submission to the will of God 

as revealed in Jesus Christ. It is seen clearly in the light of 

their view of the State and of the Church. Baptists believe 

that the State is ordained of God. It is established to re¬ 

strain and punish the evil doer and for the protection of hu¬ 

man rights. It is, therefore, essential to human welfare. I1 

is not to be used in the interest of any group or class, but to 

promote the common good. Its duty is to safeguard the per¬ 

sonal, economic, civic and religious rights of all. 

It thus appears that the work of the Church and the work 

of the State lie in different spheres. In the one case it is a 

spiritual, in the other a political task. There is no antagon¬ 

ism. and there should be no conflict. Each should freely pur¬ 

sue its own tasks in its department of life by its own means 

and methods. Neither should seek to thwart or hinder the 

other. The members of the churches should obey the laws of 

the State as loyal citizens or subjects. The State should 

protect the rights of all men of various religious beliefs. The 

supreme loyalty of all men is to God. Disobedience to the 

State, therefore, is never justified except when the State 

usurps the place of God in trying to compel the conscience 

in religious matters, or when it becomes a transgressor of 

the law of God in requiring what is in violation of divine 

commands. 

INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

Nations are morally bound to each other. The State, like 

the individual, must be regarded as a member of a larger 

community in which other members possess rights similar 

to its own. This implies that in an orderly world there can 
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be no real conflict of interests between various governments. 

Secret selfish diplomacy and intrigue are crying sins before 

God. National selfishness is a terrible evil. 

We record our profound conviction against war. It is de¬ 

structive of all economic, moral and spiritual values. A war 

of aggression is a direct contradiction of every principle of 

the Gospel of Christ. It violates the ideals of peace and 

brotherhood and is inconsistent with the law of love. It 

alienates nations which Christ seeks to unity in bonds of 

friendship. It enthrones hate and dries up the fountains of 

sympathy. It sets power above right. It creates burden¬ 

some debts. It is prodigal in its wast^ of life. 

The true remedy for war is the Gospel of Jesus Christ, 

soul of the individual. The law of God is thus written upon 

soul of the individual. The law of God is thus written upon 

the heart. The greatest need of the world is acceptance of 

the Lordship of Christ by men everywhere and practical ap¬ 

plication of His law of love. 

We favor co-operation among the nations of the world to 

promote peace. No nation can live an isolated life. To at¬ 

tempt to do so inevitably gives rise to complicated problems 

and leads to conflict in many forms. The good of all is the 

good of each, and the good of each is the good of all. Christ’s 

law of service is the key to all human progress. Nations as 

well as individuals are bound by that law. By obedience to 

it shall we hasten the complete realization of God’s will 

among men and the fulfillment of the ideals of the great 

prayer which the Master taught us to pray, “Thy kingdom 

come. Thy will be done on earth as in heaven.” 

We believe that the world has come to a parting of the 

ways. It is another coming of the Son of man. It is another 

day of the Lord. The question is whether the world will 

pass along the way of order and peace and goodness and 

faith, or whether it will go down into scepticism and ruin. 

We believe that the simple message of the Baptists, with its 

union of gospel ethics, of faith and practice, with its note of 

freedom, democracy, spirituality and gospel, will find an an¬ 

swering chord in this new world. 

The Church’s Challenge to Industry 

By Rev. John McDowell, D.D. 

Secretary of the Presbyterian Soard of Jl^atloal Missions 

{Dr. McDowell is author of the social creed of the Presby¬ 

terian Church as adopted by the Presbyterian General Assem¬ 

bly.. He himself started life as a poor breaker boy in the 

coal mines, where he lost an arm. He was then educated for 

the ministry, became pastor of the famous Brown Memorial 

Church in Baltimore, and zvas called to the secretaryship of 

the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions, now merged with 

'the Board of Naticmal Missions. After each point in Dr. 

McDowell’s statement of the Church’s challenge to industry 

we have inserted a brief comment in hne print suggesting the 

relation of the challenge to present conditions. For this 

comment we are indebted to Rev. F. Ernest Johnson, of the 

Research Department of the Federal Council of Churches.} 

NO one who believes the teachings of Christianity as 

recorded in the New Testament and who accepts the 

Christian Church as the divinely appointed agent to 

perpetuate these teachings will deny or question the Church’s 

right to challenge industry. 

That Christ constantly challenged the un-Christian ideas 

of his day is abundantly proved by the record of His life in 

the Gospels. His challenge was voiced in such unforgettable 

words as these: "Seek ye first the Kingdom of God,” "How 

much is a man better than a sheep,” "What shall it profit a 

man if he gain the whole world and lose his own soul?” "Is 

not the life more than meat and the body than raiment?” "It 

is not the will of your heavenly Father that one of these lit¬ 

tle ones should perish.” These and many other passages 

make it clear that Jesus dared to challenge the idea that 

“might gives right, even if it does not make right”—the idea 

that satisfaction is best won in the game whose rules are 

"grab” and "get” and "keep.” Insofar as the Church is true 

to the example and practice of Christ, it, too, must dare to 

challenge everything that is un-Christian in industry to-day. 

The New Testament makes it perfectly clear also that 

Christ intended Christianity to be the dominant and regula¬ 

tive factor in all of man's relationships and obligations. In 

accordance with this inclusive conception of Christianity we 

find that Christ defines religion in terms of two command¬ 

ments, namely: "Love the Lord thy God,” and “Love thy 

neighbor” (Matt. 22:37-39). It is obvious that this defini¬ 

tion of religion covers all man’s life and obligations. Obedi¬ 

ence to the first commandment saves the individual; obedi¬ 

ence to the second commandment saves society. There can 

be no doubt that Christ meant the second commandment to 

govern men in all their relations with one another precisely 

as He meant the first commandment to govern all man’s rela¬ 

tions with God. That Christ intended Christianity to domi¬ 

nate and regulate all of man’s life is further shown by the 

symbols which He used in describing what His disciples 

should be and what they should do in the world. He said: 

“Ye are the salt of the earth,” "Ye are the light of the world” 

(Matt. 5:13), “He are the leaven of society” (Matt. 13:33). 

Such statements as these make it perfectly clear that Christ 

claimed the whole earth, the whole world, the whole of human 

society as the sphere in which His religion was to operate. 

These and many other teachings indicate that Christ ex¬ 

pected Christianity to conquer all peoples, to sweeten all re¬ 

lationships, to sanctify all activities, to satisfy all the long¬ 

ings of the soul, to solve all the problems of human society. 

If Christ’s expectation, therefore, is to be realized, the 

Church must establish the authority of Christ in all human 

relationships—domestic, civic, commercial, industrial, edu¬ 

cational, political, national and international. Righteousness 

cannot be excluded from any department of our manifold 

life. Christianity teaches that Christ is Lord of all and all 

must be claimed in his name. The spiritual must penetrate 

and dominate the material and the commercial if God’s King¬ 

dom is to come in all its fulness to this world. 

Much of our present industrial unrest is due to the failure 

of the Church to insist that if Christ is to be Master any- 
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where He must be Master everywhere. Had the Christian 

Church insisted from the beginning that Christians exclude 

their business, their politics, their industry, their national and 

international interests from Christ’s sovereignty, the present 

industrial and international unrest would have been impossi¬ 

ble. The present industrial unrest is a direct condemnation 

of the Church for not insisting that “His Kingdom ruleth 

over all”—over all railroads and coal mines, over all steel- 

mills and cotton factories, over all stores and schools, over 

all congresses and churches, over all national and interna¬ 

tional life. The Christianity entrusted to the Church for the 

salvation of mankind is a law for the regulation of society 

as well as a way of salvation for the individual. 

The Church will never win for her Master the allegiance 

of the strong men of this world until she shows them that 

Christ has the power and the purpose to rule the shop, the 

factory, the counting house, the labor unions and the manu¬ 

facturers’ associations as well as the church and the home. 

'Charged with these inescapable divine and human obligations, 

the Church should be the first to see what justice demands, 

what honor requires, and what the Christian spirit dictates in 

the realm of industry. While the Church is not prepared to 

advocate the employment of any particular industrial sys¬ 

tem, it does affirm the Christian fundamental principles and 

challenges industry to embody them in all of its operations. 

The Church challenges industry to declare: 

I. For the application of Christian principles to the con¬ 
duct of industrial, agricultural and commercial organizations 
and relationships. Among these Christian principles are: 

A. The sacredness of life and-the supreme worth of 
personality, so that a man must always be treated as an 
end and never as a means. 

1 (A) This cuts Bcross the current idea that industry is to be meas¬ 
ured solelv by the production of goods. The introduction of the eigM- 
hour shift in the steel industry is bringing ninny new applicants who 
would not work in tha steel mills while the length of the working da> 
wft« determined solely bv the demands of the manufacturing process. 

B. The brotherhood of man. demanding for every 
worker a democratic status in industry, and mutual under¬ 
standing, good-will, co-operation and a common incen¬ 
tive among all engaged in it. 
1 (B). It is still accepted doctrine in great industrial concerns that 

the handling of labor is a detail of management, like the placing of 
machinery or the routing of materials through the plant. 

2. For the right and duty to work, since human society 
cannot endure unless each of its members has the opportu¬ 
nity and feels the obligation to serve the common good ta 
the extent of his ability. 

2 One of the main hindrances to efficient productive effort on the 
part of labor is the fear that if much is produced the job will give out. 
Moreover, the fact that many do not work because they do not have to 
militates against labor efflcieucy and contentment. ‘ Six days shalt 
thou labor I” 

3. For a worthy and just return to every man according to 
his contribution to the common welfare, and for a social 
order in which no man shall live on the fruits of another 
man’s labor and no man shall be denied the fruits of his own 
labor. “The laborer is worthy of his hire.” Worthiness of 
return for honest work is measured tcirday. first of all. by 
the standard of “a living wage,” by which is meant a wage 
adequate to maintain the worker and his family in health 
and honor, and to enable him to dispense with the subsidiary 
earnings of his children up to the age of sixteen. 

3 After nil the hard work that has been done on living standards 
and budgets bv social workers and government officials, the United 
States Railroad’Labor Board has given the signal for a genera) disre¬ 
gard of the whole subject by declaring that “the living wage is a bit 
of “mellifiuous phraseology.’’ 

4. For the protection of children from exploitation in in¬ 
dustry, agriculture or trade and from work that is dwarf¬ 
ing, degrading or morally unwholesome. 

4 The two Federnl attempts at legislating child labor out of existence 
have failed before the Supreme Court. More attempts will be mode, but 
perhaps the mo.st effective weapon is the organized protest which can be 
made by the Christian conscience of America. 

5. For such regulation of the conditions of occupation of 
women as shall secure an adequate living wage and at the 
same time safeguard their physical and moral health and 
that of the community and of future generations. 

5. Even Christian employers of high standing in their churches are 
opposing minimum woge laws for women and insisting that wages must 
continue to be determined by the mechanical principle of “supply and 
demand." 

6. For the safeguarding of working people from harmful 
conditions of labor, dangerous machinery and occupational 
disease, and for the education of the workers in avoiding 
hazards in connection with their employment. 

6. Here we have made excellent progress through the operation of 
workingmen's compensation laws. But in many industries tlie hazords 
remain grant and ths workers have no adequate compensation for them. 
Witness tho mine disasters of the last year or two. 

7. For the assumption by industry of the burdens entailed 
by industrial accidents, disease and death, and for the train¬ 
ing of injured workers for continued production and self- 
support. 

7. We built up during the war a technique for retraining war cripples. 
An effort is being made to adapt it to the needs of industrial cripples. 
Tlie first requirement is that industry should develop a keener conscience 
and accept a greater measure of responsibility. 

8. For the release of every worker for rest one day in 
seven, which, wherever possible, should be the Lord’s Day. 

8. How many street railway workers, apartment house employees, 
milk wagon drivers and so on ore working seven days a weeki Nobody 
knows. Too few seem to care. Yet people do care when they come 
face to face with the facts. 

9. For the ordering of the hours of labor to secure at once 
sufficient production and sufficient leisure for the physical, 
mental and moral well-being of the workers. 

9. Steinmetz, the electrical wizard, is attracting attention by the 
declaration that four hours of labor a day by each worker should be 
sufficient to do all the necessary work of the world. W. R. Bassett, a 
well-kuown engineer, says that if industry were properly organized and 
managed each worker might have the equivalent of a $10,000 yearly 
income. ’These are not proved facts, nor is the salvation of men to be 
found in either leisure or income, but there is no doubt that hours of 
labor could be reduced where they are tod long for health or for home 
life without any loss of production. Arthur Nash, of Cincinnati, has 
just inaugurated a seven-hour day and a five-day week for the women 
in his clothing factory and expects to continue making good profits. 

10. For the employment of the methods of investigation, 
conference, conciliation and arbitration in industrial disputes. 

10. The present situation in the coal industry is an example of the 
necessity that we face. The possibility of a sudden break in the public 
service must not continue. At the same time experience seems to 
prove that arbitrary action by the state is as injurious as arbitrary 
action by the parties themselves. Industry needs the ministry of re¬ 
ligion. 

11. For the inviolability of agreements, both in letter and 
in spirit, since good faith is the foundation of social and in¬ 
dustrial stability and progress. 

11. Contracts have been broken too freely by employers and by work¬ 
ers. The coal strike in 1922 was occasioned by violation of an agree¬ 
ment for which each side sought to put responsibility upon the other. 

12. For the right of wage earners to organize and to deal, 
through their chosen representatives, with the management 
of the industries in which they work, because an adequate 
representation of all parties (labor, capital, management and 
the public) in industry is needed for production and to se¬ 
cure attention for the human factors involved. 

12. A bitter controversy is in progress on one of our great railroads 
because of the refusal of the executives to recognize the unions iu 
accord with the method prescribed by tho Railroad Labor Board. Be¬ 
hind the “open-shop’’ war is a belligerent attitude on the part of 
employers who ore unwilling to grant to labor the elemental right of 
collective bargaining through chosen representatives, and a belligerent 
attitude on the part of labor leaders who still depend on the principle 
of coercion—the “closed shop”—to build up the membership of their 
organizations. Both sides must yield in the interest of liberty, justice 
and public service. But the employer hae the greater advantage. The 
leadership should be taken by him. A generous spirit brings a generous 
response. 

So long as the Church is faithful to the teachings of Christ 

it must measure the industrial order in terms of the spirit 

and thought of Christ. The Church as the body of Christ 

must be the swiftest of all organizations to challenge what¬ 

ever conditions cripple and dishonor life, whether those con¬ 

ditions be the grinding poverty at the bottom or the unnat¬ 

ural and corrupting profligacy of undue wealth at the top. 

If the management of industry in our day is so conducted 

that it ignores the value of human co-operation and con¬ 

firms men in bitter antagonisms, the spirit of Christ in the 

Church must challenge these conditions, not chiefly because 

of the material waste and wreckage which they may entail, 

but because of their hurt to the divine possibilities of human 

souls. Men everywhere are coming to see that industrial 

questions and contentions are most perplexing, and that with¬ 

out religion they cannot be solved. In view of this fact it is 

the imperative duty of the Church to challenge industry to 
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A Frank Statement of Conditions in the Foreign Mission Society 
A Letter from Miss Henshaw to the Executive Committee of the Baptist Fundamentalist League 

To THE Executive Committee of the 
Baptist • Fundamentalist League : 

Dear Brethren ; 

In view of r~cent developments in 

connection with the Foreign Mission 
Society', of which ymi are aware, and 

because of my knowledge of conditions 
which exist in the work of the Foreign 
Mission Society, and because I have 
been greatly troubled and distressed 

on account of statements that have 
gone out from the Society from time 
to time denying such existing con¬ 

ditions, which reports I feel have been 
inaccurate and misleading, I have felt 
led to band you a statement in full 
giving my reasons for having left that 
Society after having been on the 

office staff at 276 Fifth Avenue for 
nearly three years. Also such a state¬ 
ment, it has seemed to me. is called 
for because of the misrepresentations 

in connection with the hearings of 
your committee before the Officers' 

Council and the Board. 
About three years ago, when I was 

asking the Lord to open up just the 
place in Christian work where He 
would have me labor, He led me to 
the American Baptist Foreign Mission 

Society in New York City. I had 
been a missionary in China for a term 

of service under another Board, and as 

I was being detained in America for a 
while because of domestic circumstan¬ 

ces, I felt that if I could be with a 
Missionary Society in the homeland, 
helping the missionaries from this end, 

as they faithfully witnessed to the 
saving power of our Lord Jesus Christ 

in the regions beyond, that would be 
the next best thing to being on the 

mission field myself. 
In my connection with the Foi'eign 

Mission Society, I was related especial¬ 
ly to that section of the foreign depart¬ 

ment for which Dr. James H. Franklin 
has administrative responsibility; and 

I wish to say, at the outset, that no 
one could have been more kind and 
thoughtful and considerate toward me 
during my term of service in the rooms 

than Dr. Franklin. It was a real 

pleasure to work for him and with 
him, as far as persona! relationships 

went. 
When I accepted the position wita 

the Society, I did not know much 
about Liberalism or Modernism. And 

I had no idea that a Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society would endorse any¬ 

thing, but the old-fashioned religion, 
and would be anything but strictly 

orthodox, as I underetand the mean¬ 

ing of that word. But I had not been 

with the Society very long when my 

eyes were opened to a situation tbftt 

\vft8 Q s^d shock to me. 

During the first few weeks I was in | lieve that the truths contained therein 
my new position several utterances in 1 were taught at Union. “No”, ha re- 

conversation caused me to feel anx- | plied, very emphatically and without 

God’s Word Regarding Present Conditions 
and a Charge to His Children 

“This know also, that in the last days perilous times shall 
come. For men shall be lovers of their own selves, covetous, 
boasters, proud, blasphemous, disobedient to parents, unthankful, 
unholy; ever learning and never able to come to the knowledge 
of the truth. Continue thou in the things which thou hast learned 
and hast been assured of, knowing of whom thou hast learned 

I them; and that from a child thou hast known the holy Scrip- 
I tures which are able to make thee wise unto salvation through 
! faith which is in Jesus Christ. All Scripture is given by inspira¬ 

tion of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for cor¬ 
rection, for instruction in righteousness; that the man of God 
may be perfect and thoroughly furnished unto all good works. 

I I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, 
I who shall judge the quick and the dead at His appearing and 
j His kingdom, preach the Word, For the time will come when 
! they will not endure sound doctrine, but after their own lusts 
I will they heap to themselves teachers having itching ears; 
I and they shall turn their ears from the truth and they shall be 
I turned into fables. (11. Timothy 3:l-4;4.) 

ious, and made me wonder wbat it all 

meant. I will mention only one of 

those conversations with a missionary 

of the Baptist Foreign Mission So¬ 
ciety from China. I showed him a 

proposed doctrinal statement prepared 
by the Southern Mission Board for ac¬ 

ceptance by members of the faculty of 
Shanghai Baptist College and Sem¬ 

inary. This missionaiy was planning 
at that time to take a course of study 

at Union Theological Seminary, New 
York City, which is probably one of 

the most radical institutions in the 

country. I did not know where the 
young man stood theologically, and I 

did not know at that time that any 
missionary under the Baptist For¬ 

eign Mission Society would not hold 
to the Fundamentals of our Christian 

faith, and interpret them as they are 
generally held and interpreted by Bap¬ 

tists. I, therefore, felt that it was 
such a pity for this missionary to be 

planning to attend an institution like 

Union Theological Seminary, and I 
told him how I felt about it. Refer¬ 

ring to the doctidnal statement in my 

hand, I remarj^pd 

hesitancy, “they are not, and neither 

are they taught at Shanghai Bapiiet 
College." Later in conversation with 

this young man, I spoke of “God’s 

Word.” and he asked me what I meant 
by God’s Word. “The Bible," I re¬ 

plied, "from cover to cover.” “You do 

not think it is all inspired, do you?” 

he asked. 
As time went on, and I realized 

more and more where many of the 
missionaries on the fields stood theo¬ 

logically, and that the officers of the 

Society and many of the members of 
the Board of Managers are thoroughly 

in sympathy with a policy of carrying 

on the work along "progressive” and 
broad “modern" lines, I was much 

troubled. As members of our constitu¬ 

ency, having heard rumors of such 
conditions from time to time, have 
written to the rooms to Inquire about 

it, and then denials of existing condi¬ 

tions went out, sometimes in printed 
form, more often in correspondence, I 

felt that such a state of things was 
not as it should be, and during the 

past year many times I have been so 

burdened that I have lain awake for 

hours praying and thinking and won¬ 
dering just what it was my duty to 
do. During the last few months .1 

was with the Society I wrote many 
betters to our Fundamentalist leaders, 
telling them of my desire to be in 
Fundamentalist work, and stating 
very briefly my reasons for wanting to 
make a change; but those letters went 
into the waste basket and never found 
their way to the mail box. I felt that 

I must be loyal to the Society and 
keep my mouth shut, while at the 
same time I felt like shouting across 
the Continent and warning God’s chil¬ 

dren who believe in and love the “old- 
fashioned Gospel” that Spurgeon, A. 
J. Gordon, Dwight L.~ Moody, Wil¬ 
liam Carey, Adoniram Judson and his 
fellow missionaries believed and 

preached, that things were not as they 
believed them to be in the Foreign 
Mission Society. I got to the place 

where I almost could not pray. As I 
tried to take these problems to the 

Throne of Grace, my prayers were 
changed to constant thinking that f 

could not seem to get away fi’om, with 
reference to things that ! hnew to he 
facts that were constantly being de¬ 

nied, and my desire to be loyal to the 
Society, and my desire, too, not to 
cause embarrassment to my friend, 

Dr. Frauklin. pereonally. 

Last November, after a discussion 

with Dr. Franklin (which was not the 
first discussion during those three 

years along those lines) regarding 
some extracts from the books of Pro¬ 

fessor Gerald Birney Smith and Dr. 
Shailer Mathews of Chicago Univer¬ 

sity, some of which I felt were blas¬ 
phemous, aud after I had expressed 

the opinion that it was wrong to send 
people out to the mission field from 
such an institution, as it seemed to me 

that they could not have any Gospel 

message for the people to whom they 
were sent, he seemed so indifferent 
toward what I considered such a se¬ 

rious matter that I decided then it 

was time for me to make a change as 
it was impossible for me to be loyal to 

the Lord and at the time loyal 
to Modernism. So I began to pray that 

the Lord would open up just the place 

where He would have me. And as 
the dnvs went by I had a great and 
ever-growing desire to be somewhere 

where I could work with ali the 
strength and might and power that 

the Lord gave me against this cold, 
dead, powerless, insidious thing called 
“Modernism”, which is sapping the 

very life-blood of the Church in the 
homeland, and which is a deadly men¬ 

ace to missionary work on the foreign 

fields. 
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The Lord led me to my present place 

of service with the Baptist Funda¬ 
mentalist Leagtie of Greater New York 
and Vicinity in such a remarkable way 
that I had not the slightest doubt but 
that this was His place for me: and I 
have had an Increasing sense of peace 
of mind and heart, and joy and satis¬ 
faction in being a co-worker with those 
of “like precious faith”, and who are 
of one heart and mind In contending 
for the truths which we hold as fun¬ 

damental and vital. 
It %vas my desire and purpose to 

have a long, frank talk with Dr. 
Franklin befoi*e I severed my connec¬ 
tion with the organization, but he did 
not come to his office tbe last day I 
was there, April 28. I therefore sent 
him a letter telling him that I would 
like to have a frank talk about things 
that had been troubling me for some 
time as soon as possible, and asked 
for an appointment. The appointment 

was made for the following 'Wednes¬ 
day. Slay 2. and I went down to his 
office late that afternoon and unbur¬ 
dened my heart to Dr. Franklin. I 
reminded him that when people had 

written direct to the rooms with ref¬ 
erence to criticisms, asking for an ex¬ 
planation, they were always told that 
It was appreciated, and that the 

Board was always glad to give full 
information about such matters. And 

so I told him that I had felt that I 
should go to him with a frank state¬ 
ment of how I felt about the real con- 

itltions in the work. But I was not 
met with an expression of apfirecia- 

tion of my frank statement which I 
was making to Dr. Franklin before 

saying a word about the matter to tne 
Executive Committee of our Baptist 

Fundamentalist League. I was not 
told by Dr. Franklin that I had truly 
followed tbe injunction given in Slat- 
thew 18:15-18. which has been brought 
to our attention more than once re¬ 
cently. as the proper method of pro¬ 
cedure. in printed statements sent out 
by the Foreign Mission Society, and 
which was also reiterated in a remark¬ 

able editorial with reference to this 
matter which appeared in the July 14 

issue of “The Baptist.” 
Before I had gone very far in the 

conversation, Dr. Franklin said to me, 

“Miss Henshaw, I will tell you what 
we will say about you!" although I 

had not intimated that I intended to 
say anything to any one about those 
things.' I think up to that point in the 
conversation I had not even asked per¬ 

mission to make a statement before a 
joint meeting of the Board of Man¬ 
agers of the Foreign Mission Society 
and our Executive Committee, which 

privilege was not granted. 
Now then, for “The Baptist” to say 

that “it was manifestly the duty of 
Dr. Straton if ‘distressed’ at tbe 

information of ‘wrong conditions' to 
take up the matter privately, first of 

all with the individual concerned, and, 
if that failed, with the Board, which 
in this case might represent the 

church”, is absurd, and would be 
amusing were it not such a serious 

matter. Dr. Straton and our Commit¬ 
tee followed exactly the same course 
that I had taken, first "taking up the 
matter privately with the individuals 

concerned”, which was the Officers 
Council of the Foreign Mission So¬ 

ciety, and as that "failed”, then “with 

the Board.” 
In the course of tbe conversation, 

Dr Franklin told me that I did not 
have “evidence” that missionaries of 

the Baptist Foreign Mission Society 

were disloyal. I brought to his atten¬ 
tion what seemed to me to be clear 

evidence that the very things that have 
been criticised so often, and emphat¬ 

ically denied as many times, were a 
reality. I reminded him of a letter 

which bad come to the rooms from the 
president of one of our large colleges 

in China expressing the feeling that 

to have too many conservatives on the 

Board of Managers, who might be put 
on especially to "smell out hetero- 
(losy, tvouUl he exceedinfflji toifortu- 
uate" Dr. Franklin asked me where 
I had seen such a letter. I told him it 
was in the files, and I gave him ap¬ 
proximately the date, and be jotted it 
down. In the same letter, the mis¬ 
sionary expressed the judgment that 
if au attempt were made to “root out" 
the heterodox members of the faculty, 
“most of the members of the faculty 
would get out.” I also reminded Dr. 
Franklin that one of our leading mis¬ 
sionaries in the South China Mission 
had written to him saying that he was 
considerably worried about the men 
returning to the South theologically, 
and he was not alone “in feeling the 
gravity of the situation.” These mis¬ 
sionaries had decided to send some of 
their students to another college for 
that reason. Still Dr. Franklin told 
me that I had not prod.uced my evi¬ 
dence. I reminded him again of sim¬ 

ilar expressions in other letters and 
told him that the evidence was in black 
and white in the files, he could see it 
for himself. These letters had been 
written to bira personally, as Foreign 
Secretary of the Society. 

I told Dr. Franklin of doctrinal 
statements sent in by missionaries 
who are now on the field, which had 
come under my observation, and ex¬ 

pressed tbe opinion that if some oi 
our Fundamentalist leaders could see 
just two of those statements it would 
be enough to convince them that there 

wore missionaries on the fieid who 
should not be tliere. The author of 
one of those papers referi’ed to. with 
another missionary, was transferred 
from one of our large colleges in Chinn 
to another field of service beecause his 
theology urew so much criticism to the 
college. There was objection I’nlsed 
to tbe author of the other doctriual 
statement being sent to the field by 

some of our Baptist people before he 
was sent out by oxir Board. — 

I Informed Dr. Franklin of the con¬ 

versation I had had, when I first went 

to the Foreign Mission Society, with 
the yc.ung missionary from China with 

reference to tbe doctrinal statement 
prepared for acceptance by the mem¬ 

bers of the faculty of Shanghai Baptist 
College. At the time I had had this 
conversation with the young man, now 

almost three years ago, I had spoken 
to Dr. Franklin about it. Dr. Frank¬ 

lin asked me if I knew about tbe 
statement Dr. "White had made to the 
Trustees with reference to tbe teach¬ 
ers of the College believing and teach¬ 

ing the truths specified In that doc¬ 
trinal statement. (Dr. White, tlie 

President, voluntarily appeared before 
tbe Trustees and made such a state¬ 
ment about two years ago.) I replied 

that I did, but that I could not under¬ 
stand how he could make such a state¬ 

ment, because I felt that it was not 
true—that all the teachers of Shang¬ 
hai Baptist College did not believe 

and teach “the inspiration of the Old 
and New Testaments, the deity of 
Christ. His atoning death for sinners, 

His resurrection, second coming, and 
the salvation of men thi'ough faith in 

Himi as Saviour and Lord”, as those 
truths are generally believed and 
taught and interpreted. When evolu¬ 

tion Is taught In the school, when the 
Old and New Testaments are believed 

to be inspired only in parts, when 
some of the faculty accept the moral 
influence theory instead of the substi¬ 

tutionary theory of the atonement, 
when teachers hold that the only sec¬ 

ond coming of our Lord is Kis coming 

in spirit day by day, when a book has 
been used in the College called “Se¬ 

lections from an Outline of Christian 
Theology,” based on William Newton 
Clarke’s "An Outline of Christian 
Theology”, prepared by William H. 

MSllard and the present President of 
the College, Dr. F. J, White, stating 

in regard to the resurrection that “the 

day of man’s death is the day of his 
resurrection”, and other teaching just 
as erroneous, I say that the above 
statement made by Dr. Wliite with 
reference to Shanghai Baptist College 
is incorrect and that this inaccurate 
statement should not have been 
printed in leaflet form, as has been 
done, and distributed among Baptist 
people. Dr. White will say that Di‘. 

Clarke’s book is no longer used in the 
College, but the only reason it has 
not been used for some time is because 
English is being taught there now 
aud the book was in Chinese. The 
same hnolc is now on the curriCAilum 
of the "West China Mission for the use 
of Chinese evangelists, and It is used 
in other missions in China. Books by 
such men as Dr. Shailer Mathews. Dr. 
Harry Emerson Fosdick. and Dr. 
Rauschenbuseh have been translated 
by our Baptist missionaries and Chi¬ 
nese helpers for use on the mission 
field. 

I recall a statement that came under 
my observation while I was with the 
Foreign Mission Society that the fac¬ 
ulty of Shanghai Baptist College do 
not now hold to the same interpreta¬ 
tions that were held fifty years ago. 
and this fact would probably give an 
interesting turn to the statement made 

by Dr. White to the Trustees of the 
College. 

I reminded Dr. Franklin of a mis¬ 

sionary in West China who had writ¬ 
ten to him of his intention of resign¬ 
ing from the mission work because he 

felt tliat he must be free to express 
his convictions as to theological recon¬ 
struction and social reform, which 

would be sure to give offense to suii- 
porter.s in America, and he felt that 
"as long ns a man drans his saJarii 
from an orthodox mission society he 
iras morally hound to confoiun his 
teaching in the general point of rieii: 
represented hy the fHooiety.'' I Imd not 

been with the Societj' very long at 
that time, and I was shocked to ob¬ 
serve that when this statement canu* 
from this missionary expressing his 

conviction thus frankly, and in a way 
which I thought was very commend¬ 

able, it was treated with indifference 
and there tons a feeling on the part of 

representatives of the Board that this 
man should remain in the work, i/ 
being the right of every Baptist to 

interpret truths for himself. 
I called Dr. Franklin’s attention to 

the fact that although reports of in- 
ci*eased numbers of conversions had 
gone out, much of the evangelistic 

work was in a deplorable condition. 
A wave of revival has swept through 

Africa, where our missionaries are all 
true to the faith, and hundreds in our 
Baptist mission and those,of other de¬ 

nominations have been led into the 
Christian life and have been baptized. 
There was also a great ingathering of 
souls in Keugtung in 1921. Brother 

Young, who has charge of the work 

there, is also foursquare for the true 
Gospel of our Lord and Saviour Jesus 
Christ. I pointed out to Dr. Fi'anklin 
that several missionaries in different 

sections had expressed great anxiety 
regarding the condition of the evan¬ 

gelistic work, and they bad stated 
facts and given figures, showing that 

their anxiety In the matter was fully 
warranted. I reminded him of a state¬ 

ment that had come from a misslou- 
ai7 in one section of China of condi¬ 

tions that were “getting on his heart.” 
He said that the ordinance of the 

Lord’s Supper had not been observed 
in any of the churches for over a year 

and a half; very few of the churches 
have a mid-week meeting for prayer 
and testimony; tbe preachers do no 

pastoral work, all their time being 

taken up in prlmaiy school work: 
nothing is done in tbe following up of 

parents of students for the reason 
given above, etc., etc. I brought to 
Dr. Franklin’s attention the repoi’t of 

a missionary In another locality who 

said tltat we had been spending money 
and time on schools and have nothing 
to show for it after all these j’cars— 
but schools. It was the longing of 
this man’s heart to see more conver¬ 
sions and men like Peter and .7ohu. 
Paul and Barnabas brought into the 
ministry. A young man is now being 
trained in the Divinity School of the 
University of Chicago for evangelistic 
work in this section of China! From 
another section of that great country 
it was reported that “the supply of 
evangelists is so small that we cannot 
use tlte funds we have on hand for 
their training or support when in ser¬ 
vice." 

In an article by Rev. P. H. Ander¬ 
son. a missionary of the Sorrthern 
Baptist Board, which appeared in an 
issue of the “Western Recorder” in 
1922. he stated that there were sixty 

missionaries in our Northern Baptist 
East China Mission, only six of whom 
were set apart for evangelistic work. 
At the time this article was written 
four of those missionaries were at 
home on furlough, and the remaining 
two on the field desired to go Into 
institutional work. 

Mary more utterances from Mod¬ 
ernist missionaries of the American 

Baptist Foreign Jlission Society have 
come under my observation than I 
mentioned in my conversation with 
Dr. Franklin. I was surprised and 

shocked that the President of one of 
our large Baptist colleges in the Orient 
should, ns he expressed it, consider it 
rather “stultifying” to require that 

“those who participated in the man¬ 
agement of the College or who held 
professorships in the schooi shall ho 
members of Baptist churches or be¬ 

lieve in the fundamental doctrines of 
our Christian faith”; and that he 
should say. in suggesting that two 
Chinese be put on the Board of Jlau- 
agers, that “it must not he specifie<l 
that they be Christians.” 

I recnl! tbe suggestion from a Mod¬ 
ernist missionary of having a “united 

expression” of all the Boards working 
along “progressive (that is, radical) 

lines that might go far to offset the 
influence of the Bible Union in China." 

aud perhaps in India before it gets 
the sJart it now has in China. He 

felt that such an expression from 
our "iirogressive leaders” might go far 

to hold those who are “pi*ogressive in 
their sympathies, but not sui’e of their 

ground.” Another one of these Mod¬ 
ernist missionaries suggested a plan 
in order to help the “progressive 
forces” of the Southern Baptist Mis¬ 

sion in China, and whereby it was 

thought that there would be a more 
favorable prospect of tbe Southern 
Baptist Mission in China coming to a 
"consistently progressive policy.” 

In the editorial in “The Baptist", to 
which reference has already been 
made, it is said that the missionaries 

“lay bare their hearts to the secreta- 
rie.s of the Foreign Mission Society." 
Yes, some of them do in a most re¬ 
markable way. as the following will 

show: A missionary of tbe American 
Baptist Foreign Mission Society work¬ 

ing in connection vdth a large college 
in the Orient, where wonderful prog¬ 
ress is said to have been made aud 

many of the students have been won 
to Jesus Christ, stated that the "boys 

(of that institution) are so radical in 
their theology that many of the breth¬ 

ren at home wotdd go into hysterics." 
He went on to explain that they never 

think of studying their Bibles "except 
hy the historical and critical methods." 
Consequently, they are not burdened 

uHth a lot of obsolete theology and 
doctrines of a savage Old Testament 
tribal God." He expressed the opin¬ 

ion that that kind of religion, which 
had been brought down to tbe “funda¬ 

mental realities of the Fatherhood of 
God and the way of life of Jesus 

Christ” was “form and theology at its 
lowest terms and I’eligiou at its high- 
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est.” This letter was addressed to 
Dr. Frankliij personally, ns Foreign 
Secretary. 

I was present at a comuiittee meet¬ 
ing a few months ago at the Foreign 
Mission Society’s headquarters, when 
a story was told of a conservative 
brother from America, who was visit¬ 
ing the Baptist work in one of the 
countries of Europe. It was said that 
this man put his arm around the 
sho»ilder of one of the Baptist leaders 
In that country and said, “You are 
one of us: 3’ou are of like precious 
faith.’’ One of the members of the 
(’(uninlttee exclaimed when he heard 
this, "Like precious faith, indeed! If 
he h'licic ihc real conditions he would 
fall dead!” 

After observations of this kind for 
nearly three years, and with an In¬ 
creasingly heavy burden on my heart, 
keeping silent in the faCe of it all and 
trying to be loyal to the Society, while 
at the same time feeling like a coward 
and traitor to my Lord and an enemy 
of the Fundamentalist movement, of 
which I was a member, as I was work¬ 
ing for the very things which they 
were so nobly fighting against—I say. 
after so long an experience of this 
kind I made up my mind that come 
what may, I would be true to my con¬ 
victions. Both our Executive Oom- 

inittee and I have tried to meet the 
Scriptural injunction in JIatthew 18, 
which has been brought to our atten¬ 

tion several times, and failing in this 
to bring about the desired results, we 
must take the denomination into our 

confidence and let them know “the real 
conditions.” And I am firmly of the 
opinion that the majority of our Bap¬ 
tist people will neither “go into hys¬ 
terics" or “fall dead.” I believe that 
the very knowledge of these conditions 

will arouse them to a sense of their 
responsibility in this matter and will 
spur them on to greater effort to rid 
our denomination of all unbiblical and 
unbapti.‘5tlc teaching and methods, both 
in the homeland and on the foreign 

field. 

In speaking of these things. I have 
refrained from mentioning names and 

have tried not to give a hint of where 
the missionaries are even located. I 

have not wished to betray any of these 
"intimate personal confidences”, and 

neither do I desire to make it embar¬ 
rassing for these missionaries who 

have been sent to the fields by our 
Board. But if it is insisted that these 
are “vague, unfounded rumors”, com¬ 
ing from “irresponsible sources”, as 

has been stated of Brother and Sister 
Lai*away and their statements with 
reference to modernistic conditions on 

the foreign field, then it may be nec¬ 

essary to go into fuller details, giving 
names, location, and other speecifie in¬ 

formation. 

“The Baptist”, in its editorial of 
July 14, speaks of charges having 

been made from “sources v/hlch hon¬ 
orable men would not ordinarily re¬ 
gard as either reliable or reputable.” 

It is not my purpose here to endeavor 
to prove that the sources are entirely 

reliable and reputable. I am not afraid 

of such malicious words of “The Bap¬ 
tist” influencing the minds of honest 
and fair-minded Baptists. I am sure 

the Lord, who has led me through my 
Christian experience in such wonder¬ 

ful ways, and met me in every hard 
and difficult place, will look after that 
part of it. Step by step, in this the 

most difficult and trying experience of 
my life perhaps, I have looked to Rim 
for guidance and have tried to follow 

His leading. I wonder what you and 

other Baptists would have done under 
similar circumstances? At the Atlan¬ 

tic City Convention I heard a speaker 
Introduced as “a missionary second to 

none In China”, when I knew that he 
was a Modernist, probably “second to 

none” in that field. Mrs. Laraway 
spoke of this missionary as one who 

never prayed in the name of Christ. 

All her charges were said to have been 
"proven to be unfounded.” I have 
heard that man pray three or four 
times, and he never prays lu the name 
of Christ; and other missionaries front 
China have told me that it is well 
known in the locality where he is sta¬ 
tioned that he is a Modernist. I lis¬ 
tened to the report of the President 
of the Northern Baptist Convention 
at Atlantic City in May, and heard his 
statement that when criticisms had 
come in to the Foreign Mission So¬ 
ciety they had been investigated and 
most of them had been “proven to be 
unfounded.” I wish that I could think 
of just one that has been proven to b& 
unfounded, but I cannot. With an in¬ 
creasingly heavy burden upon my 
lieart. it was impossible longer to lis¬ 
ten to these things and keep still. 
Would you, under such circumstances, 
have packed up and gone off to Alaska 
or Kamchatlva, and perhaps united 
with a church of another denomina¬ 
tion and just tried to keep silent 
and forget all about it? In tak¬ 
ing such a course you might have 
been able to keep silent and for¬ 
get all about it in time, I fear 
that it would surely come up against 
you in the Day of Judgment. iSIoney, 
given as a sacred trust to God’s chil¬ 
dren, is being used to advance Mod¬ 
ernism on the foreign field, and in a 
vain effort to “create a Christian civil¬ 
ization” through education, social sei’- 
vice and humanitarian endeavors. The 

Northern Baptist “Survey” frankly 
states that the foreign mission task is 
to establish a Christian civilization. 

It admits that probably “the purpose 
of Adoniram Judson aud his fellow 

missionaries of the first fifty years was 
to fulfil literally the terms of the 
Great Commission and preach the Gos¬ 

pel to every creature. . . . “But,” 
the Survey adds, “we now see most 
clearly that the mission of the Chris¬ 
tian diurch is not merely to plvick a 
few brands from the burning, but io 
create a Christian civilization.” The 

Great Commission given by our Lord, 

“Go ye into nil the world and preach 
the Gospel to every creature,” seems 
practically to have been forgotten in 
•some sections of the mission fields. 

My observations have led me to un¬ 

derstand conditions In Japan, and I 
know something of the situation there 

which has distressed some of the mis¬ 
sionaries. Is it not time for the mis¬ 

sionaries in that land, who are true to 
the faith, and who are undoubtedly 
burdened and troubled because of 

wrong conditions theie, to come out in 
the open and utter their protest? It 

has been stated by a Modernist mis¬ 
sionary in East China that "most of 
the missionaries are progressive in 

their views, and It is also a fact that 
many of the Southern Baptists are 

just as progressive." But is it not 

time for the few in East Chinn, who 
are still true to the holy faith of 

their fathers, to rebel against the 

present program? And poor India, 
honeycombed with rationalism and 

radicalism! A pamphlet which 1 

have now before me, entitled “The 
Ravages of Higher Criticisms in In¬ 

dia,” states that not more than half 
of the missionaries of Burma. India 

and Ceylou “believe lu the Bible as 
the inerrant and infallible word of 
God.” Mr. Watkin Roberts, who wrote 

the pamphlet, is Hoxaorary Treasurer 

of the Bible League of India, Burma 

and Ceylon. As he has been for sev¬ 
eral years actively associated with or¬ 
ganizations which serve the mission¬ 

ary communities iu those countries, 

and has been in constant communica¬ 
tion with many hundreds of mission¬ 

aries, he is in a better position than 
most people to furnish authentic in¬ 
formation to the supporters of the 

great work of Foreign Missions. Mr. 

Robert states: “I am not an alarmist; 

but I would venture to warn all Chris¬ 
tian people who support our great Mis¬ 

sionary Societies in the homelands, 
that the distinctive doctrines of our 
Cliristluii Faith are now in process of 
dissolution in India; and as those who 
are entrusted with the propagation of 
this Faith in all its pui'itj’, it is in¬ 
cumbent upon every evangelical to 
endeavor that only such men and 
women ns have this Faith should be 
sent out to the Foreign Field.” Mis¬ 
sionaries, who have these things on 
their hearts, have taken a noble stand 
for the truth in organizing the Bible 
League there. But is it not time that 
our Baptist missionaries iu that great 
mission field, who love the precious 
truths for which we are earnestly 
contending, rise up in a body against 
the unbiblical and unbaptistie teach¬ 
ing and methods of radical mission¬ 
aries in that great country, where the 
massage of the Cross is so much 
needed? 

I spent over eight 5’'ears iu Chinn. 
Most of that time I lived in .interior 
cities, far away from missionaries of 
other boards: and I want to say that 
there is no .joy on earth greater than 
going out into the villages of a dark 
heathen country, where the name of 
Jesus has never been heard, and tell¬ 
ing the crowds that gather to listen 
the sweet old story of Jesus and His 
love. And I wish to bear testimony 
that there is still, In these “modern” 
days, wonderful power in the Gospel 
message of redemption through the 
precious blood of Christ to win lost 
men and women and to save to the 
uttermost all who come xinto God by 
Him. In my judgment, institutional 
churches with much that goes with 

them are a hindrance rather than a 
help in mission work in China. Let¬ 
ters from missionaries now on the 

field tell of unprecedented opportunities 
in evangelistic work, doors everywhere 
wide open. One who has been in 
China for many years wrote me re¬ 
cently that she had never witnessed 
such crowds who gather to .hear the 
Gospel messages. No moving picture 
shows, such as are held in up-to-date 
institutional churches in China, are 
necessary. There is attraction enough 

in the message of salvation through 
faith in Jesus Christ, if presente 

through consecrated lips and lives in 
the power of the Boly Spirit. With 

only an old mud shack, or an open 
space outdoors under the blue canopy 
of heaven, a consecrated. Spirit-filled 

missionary of the cross, a whole Bible, 

and the people come and listen—oh, 
how they listen—flocking around the 
missionary like hungry sheep. The 

Chinese college graduate, with a “mod¬ 

ern flavor,” is not needed either in 
such work. That is the kind a Bap¬ 

tist missionary in China specified they 
should have for their institutional 

church. A man like Peter of old. if be is 

filled with the Holy Spirit, will do more 
than 1,000 college graduates with a 

variety of “modern flavors” to bring 
poor lost souls out of heathen dark¬ 

ness into the marvelous light of God. 
Many Chinese and Japanese students 

have been brought over at great ex¬ 
pense from their native lands and sent 

to the University of Chicago. More 
perhaps are sent to that institution 

than to any other, with the exception 
possibly of Newton Theological Sem¬ 

inary ; and every year several of these 

young men are sent to the Divinity 
School of the University of Chicago 
for preparation for mission work in 

their native lands. There has been a 
young man studying there during the 
past year from the section of China 

where the “modern flavor” is desired. 

The following is a sample of what 

they get at that Divinity School: 
“For In the New Testament there 

are concepts which the modern wmid 
under the domination of science finds 

It impossible to understand, much less 

to believe. . . . But for men who 
think of God as dynamically imma- 

(Ooniintied on page 8) 

Pale Affirmations vs. Vivid 
Testimony: A Matter 

of Emphasis 

One of the more positively evangeli¬ 

cal Mission Boards has been conduct¬ 
ing an examination into the loyalty to 
sound doctrine of tbe professors in tbe 
Union Colleges and Theological Schools 
in China, towards which it is con¬ 
tributing men and money. 

One by one these moulders of the 
faith aud thought of the Chinese Chris¬ 
tian leaders of tomorrow, when con¬ 
fronted with the categorical questions, 
“Do jmu believe In the Deity of Christ, 
His miraculous birth, His atonement 
upon the cross for our sins, and His 
genuine bodily resurrection?” and “Do 
you believe tbe Bible to be the iuspired 
word of God?” have answered affirma¬ 
tively. Not one has expressed want of 
belief in these facts of our Christian 

faith. 
And this would seem to close the in¬ 

vestigation. Great relief is experi¬ 
enced by the official anxious ques¬ 
tioners, for now they can report to 
their home constituency that all is 
well: the rumors that their representa¬ 
tives on the mission field were not 
building up in the faith and youth un¬ 
der their charge were unfounded; 
their gifts of money are being ex¬ 
pended in the upbuilding of the very 
faith for which they themselves would 

lay down their lives; all is well. 
Here arises perplexity to those of 

us on the field who know some of these 
respondents. We frequently have heard 
them converse, preach and make ad¬ 
dresses; we sometimes read their pub¬ 
lished utterances and from none of 
these expressions of their inner life 
would we infer that they held, save 
perhaps in some academic sense, the 
above-mentioned Bible facts to be cen¬ 

tral to the faith. Yet we cannot and 
do not question their veracity. Here, 
we say. is a pi’oblem. Here we have 
a new psychologic phenomenon. A 

college or theological professor may in 
a four years’ course of Instruction fail 
to build up by one spiritual inch the 
faith of his students in the Lord Jesus 
Christ or the atoning Saviour, as truly 

God the Sou, as really born of a maid¬ 
en and of tbe eternal God, as truly 
risen from the dead, and as founding 
His church on His death and resur¬ 

rection; yet he may hold all these 
truths in'such a sense as when cate¬ 
gorically questioned regarding them, 
he can, without conscious prevarica¬ 

tion. affirm allegiance to them. 
The situation seems to be like this, 

a new resident in one of our Western 

cities takes his place in the commu¬ 
nity, the church, in business circles, 
and’makes a good impression every¬ 

where. He is affable, intelligent, cu'- 
cumspeet and prosperous. He soon 
has a widening circle of acquaintances 

aud not a few admirers. One of them 
ventures to ask him whether he has a 
wife, for he appears at church, on the 
street and at public functions without 

one He replies with spirit tnat he 

has, stating that he has her picture on 
his dressing table and finally, to put 
the quietus on all conjecture, he pro¬ 

duces his marriage certificate, 
this there is nothing more to be said, 
but the wise men of his acquaintance 
infer that he is separated from bis 

wife; they find It pleasanter to Uye 
apart. He is perfectly veracious in 

renlving to questions in the affirma¬ 
tive_“I have,” but the Irrepressible 

ouery in the minds of all who know 
him, especially those who have wives 

and are enjoying them. is. Whats 

wrong between him and Ms ^“® • 
and echo answers faintly, Ending Into 
silence, “between-him-and-his-wife! 

In a word, a man in these days may 

claim to hold Jesus Christ to be God. 
Mary-mothei‘ed and God-fathered, and 

shedding His blood for the redemption 
errntifiitMp.d on naoe 8) 

Our Baptist people should be informed. The Fundamentalist will do it 
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The Real Trouble With Our Modern Foreign Mission Movement 
By Rev. John Roach Straton, D.D. 

We will nevev be iible to under¬ 
stand the present situation in our 
American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society and our worU on tbe foreign 
field until we see the present issues 
and problems in the light of a deeper 
perspective. A great revolutionary 
change has come in tbe thinking of 
many religious leaders of today. Be¬ 
cause they have accepted a naturalis¬ 
tic view of the universe and of life, 
and have rejected, therefore, the su¬ 
pernatural conception of Christianity, 
they are tending more and more to re¬ 
duce religlou to a basis of bald ration¬ 
alism, with a practical programme of 
social service ns a substitute for per¬ 
sonal salvation. 

And they are doing this because they 
have accepted a changed philosophy of 
life. The German materialist and un¬ 
believer, Haeckel, adopted Darwin's 
hypotheses as facts, and then carried 
those ideas out to their logical conclu¬ 
sion. He ruled tbe thought of a living 
God entirely out. lie reduced God to 
the “cosmic ether.” Haeckel said that 
this idea of a personal God, or Cre¬ 
ator, “is rendered quite untenable by 
tbe advancement of monistic science. 
It is already antiquated, and is des¬ 
tined before the present century is 
ended to drop out of tbe currency 
throughout the entire domain of purely 
scientific philosophy.” (See “Chris¬ 
tianity and Anti-Christianity,” by An¬ 
drews. Page 189.) 

Now this idea of an impersonal God 
—a mei’e “principle” or “force” locked 
up in tl^e cosmos—bas been adopted 
even by some of our Baptist preach¬ 
ers and teachers. The late Professor 
George Burman Foster, for example, 
in his book on “The Finality of tbe 
Christian Religion,” said (on page 
167) that a “God outside the cosmos 
is dead.” Following Haeckers exam¬ 
ple, he then proceeded to reduce God 
to what he called the •omnipressiit 
jmnGipJe of the order of nature—the 
world of space—and the supreme lair 
of the good in history.” Professor 
Shaller Mathews. Dean of the Divinity 
School of the University of Chicago, 
in his book on “Tbe Church and the 
Changing Order” (page 16) expresses 
the same general viewpoint. He says: 

“For in the New Testament thex-e 
are concepts which the modern world 
under the domination of science finds 
it Impossible to understand, much less 
to believe. . . . But for men, who 
think of God as dynainicaUy -imnia- 
7ient in an infinite nniverse, who think 
of man’s relation to him as detei’- 
mined not by statutory but by cos¬ 
mic law, who regard sin and right¬ 
eousness alike as the working out of 
the fundamental forces of life Itself, 
the conception of God as King and of 
man as a condemned or acquitted sub¬ 
ject is but a figure of speech.” 

It is apparent from this teaching 
that Professor Mathews has lost the 
vision of a living God who has estab¬ 
lished statutory laws for tbe guidance 
of his creatures. According to this 
new viewpoint, God is locked up in 
nature. He is “dSrnamicaily imma¬ 
nent in an infinite universe.” Pro- 
f'^ssor Mathews’ conception of God 
and sin and righteousness, as ex¬ 
pressed above, are of course utterly 
unbaptistic and unbiblical. Dr. W. H. 
P Faunce, President of Bi’own Uni¬ 
versity, stated the same general idea 
when he answei-ed the question of 
some Chinese students in America who 
had asked him to state his idea_ of 
God Dr. Faunce replied: “His 
[God’s] infinite spirit pervades all 
time and space, sleeps in matter, 

wakes in mind, and reveals itself su¬ 
premely in Jesus of Nazareth.” (Fi’om 
l)ooklet issued by Unitarian Layman’s 
League of Boston.) 

The Practlcai Result 
"Now, the result of all this ratioiml- 

istic and sceptical tcachinff is that, 
more and more, we are having social 
service siilistituied for salvation. Hav¬ 
ing lost tbe vision of tbe mis God, 
and no longer believing In tne revela¬ 
tion which be bas given, these vain 
and iutellectually proud men have gone 
about to make a new religion out of 
Christianity. Having ruled out the 
superuatural in their thinking and 
teaching, they have nothing left except 
the natural, and so they substitute for 
the religion of revelation a I’ellglon of 
mere huinanitariaiiism. They are no 
longer walking by faith, but by sight, 
and so they substitute good works for 
tbs grace of God. This is the real se¬ 
cret of tbe ovei’-emphasis today upon 
mere reform and movements for social 
and economic betterment by these lead¬ 
ers. Some of them have logically fol¬ 
lowed out their theories and have 
made a deliberate effort to substitute 
a religion of social service for tbe 
Bible religion of personal salvation. 

Tbe late Pi’ofessor Walter Rausch- 
enbusch, for example, who was loved 
personally by us all, but whose teach¬ 
ings, especially toward the close of 
his life, when he became more logical 
in his thinking, many believe to be di- 
i-ectly subversive of God’s pi'ogram for 
human salvation, led in placing em¬ 
phasis on tbe social service idea as a 
substitute for personal salvation. In 
his last book, "A Theology for tbe So¬ 
cial Gospel," be made a consistent but 
pathetic effort to substitute a working 
theology founded on the idea of social 
service fox* the Bible theology founded 
upon individual salvation. 

Such teaching as this has profound¬ 
ly influenced some of the prominent 
laymen within our ranks, and seem¬ 
ingly has swung them away from the 
idea of the true biblical emphasis on 
personal salvation and to the ideal of 
ovex*-emphasis on social sei*vice and 
human betterment in this world. 

Mr. John D. Roekefeller, Jr., for ex¬ 
ample. In his much discussed address 
before the Baptist Social Union of 
New York some years ago. practically 
repudiated the great principles for 
which we have stood as a brotherhood, 
and drev/ for us a picture of the 
Church of Christ which was radically 
dlffei*ent from that presented In the 
New Testament, and that for which 
our Baptist people have struggled and 
suffered and sacrificed down the ages. 

The Changed Viewpoint in Missions 

This viewpoint, as it applies to mis¬ 
sions, seemingly has swept many of 
our leaders and teachei’S completely 
off their feet. Professor George Al¬ 
bert Coe, of the Union Theological 
Seminary, where many Baptist stu¬ 
dents go for training, states tbe pi‘es- 
ent issue vei*y concisely when be says: 

“The modern foreign mlssionax'y 
movement started out as an effort to 
rescue individuals fi'om sin by px*each- 
ing. It is now ti’ansfoi*ming itself into 
co-opei*ation with the socially construc¬ 
tive forces of the peoples, to the end 
that the level of the v/hole civiliza¬ 
tion may be raised. Educative pro¬ 
cesses that form the social standards 
are becoming 'based iix missionary 
strategy.” 

This sort of doctrine, of course, car¬ 
ries with it not the supplanting of 
heathen religions by real Christianity, 

but mei*ely a compromised, hybrid, bu- 
xuanltariau religion, resulting from a 
cross between Christian philosophy 
and the ethnic faiths. For example, 
our own Professor Gerald Birney 
Smith, of tbe University of Chicago, 
says in the “Biblical World” (Novem¬ 
ber, 1919) : 

"Gradually we have come to see that 
it is religiously desirable that the 
Christianizing of non-Chi’istian peo¬ 
ples shall mean the strengthening and 
purification of the best religious and 

moi'dl traits of their native faith, 
rather than its compute eradication.” 

Professor Smith says again, in “So¬ 
cial Idealism and the Changing The¬ 
ology” (page 110) ; 

"Today the missionary enterpi*ise is 
being shifted fi*om a pi*cgram of res- • 
cuing a few souls fi*om eternal disas¬ 
ter to the ideal of a long campaign of 
education and social jcconstmction in 
the non-Chi*istiau nations. Incx’eased 
emphasis is being laid on the claims 
of the social and political future of 
the non-Christian peoples on this 
earth.” 

Professor Smith says further: “Ru- 
nianly determined programs are being 
substituted for dogmatic decrees in the 
work of the churches.” In ether words, 
man’s wisdom, and programs are be¬ 
ing substituted for the authoritative 
conintancls of God’s Word. Pi’ofessor 
Smith, ill tbe "Biblical Woi*ld" (No¬ 
vember. 1919), says further: 

"The missionary enterprise is rap¬ 
idly being conceived as a democratic 
social program rather than as the res¬ 
cue of a few individuals from the di¬ 
vine wrath. To reconstruct the social 
life of a people in all its phases is the 
eud of the Gospel. Education is com¬ 
ing to be a primary means of accom¬ 
plishing the missionary task.” 

Further, Professor Shailer Mathews, 
writing in tbe “Biblical World” of 
March. 1915, said: 

“We used to regard the foi*eign mis¬ 
sionary as tiying to save brands from 
tbe bui'iiing. Now we can see he is also 
putting out the conflagration.” 

That the great emphasis is to be 
placed, according to this viewpoint, on 
"putting out the conflagration” — on 
mere education and the betterment of 
economic and social conditions—is 
made very plain by Pi-ofessor Math¬ 
ews, who, in the “Constructive Quar¬ 
terly" (Mai'Ch, 1918), says: 

“The new social interest of Protest¬ 
ant Christianity . . . wants to 
save men into heaven by embodying 

the principles of the kingdom of 
Iteaven in the state. It is less con¬ 
cerned ill rescuing people than in edu¬ 
cating them to keep them out of dan¬ 
ger.” 

I could go on indefinitely quoting 
such statements as these from men 
who are in the forefront of leadership 
among us today. 

The Radical Kovsmeat Officially 
Adopted by Baptist leaders 

But the significant thing in this con¬ 
nection is that this radical and revolu- 
tionai’.v viewpoint bas been officially 
adopted by those who are now in dom¬ 
inating control of oui* denomination. 
The Northern Baptist Convention 
"Survey,” which was printed as the 
great foundation xxtterance in our New 
World Movement, frankly adopts this 
new and x’adical viewpoint Read, for 
example, the following qxiotations from 
tbe "Survey”: 

“The first and most important ques¬ 
tion is as to what is oux* real aim and 
pui’pose in this foreign mission task? 
Upon our answer to this question must 

depend all our plans for the future. 
It is important that we undex-staud 
this question in its full slguifleanee. 
Without doubt, tbe purpose of Adoni- 
ram Judson and his fellow mission¬ 
aries of tlje first fifty years was to ful¬ 
fil, literally, the terms of the great 
commission and preach the Gospel to 
evex*y creature. Tbeir one thought was 
to get tbe message of Christ to as 
many individxials as possible before 
they were swept Into outer dax'kness 
and a Christless eternity. They were 
constantly burdened by a compassion 
for the multitude about them who 
were without a shepherd. The deter¬ 
mination to inform as many of these 
people as possible of the Christ, guid¬ 
ed tbe plans for oxir Baptist mission¬ 
ary work for a large part of its his¬ 
tory.” 

While the Survey concedes that Jud¬ 
son did well, ns far as Judson knew 
In his day. it nevertheless intimates 
that Judson and his co-lnborex*s were 
sadly benighted men. Tbe Survey 
says; 

"The Christian Church has complete¬ 
ly revointionized its thought of its mis¬ 
sion ill tbe past twenty-five years. We 
now .see most cleax’ly that the mission 
of tbe Christian Chui*cb is 7iot merely 
to pluck (I few brands frojn the burn¬ 
ing. but to create a Christian civiliza- 
tion. That puts tbe task of Christian 
missions on axi entii*e!y diffex*ent 
3)lane." 

'Pile Survey further says: 
‘'When the Student Voulnteer Move¬ 

ment was organized thirty years ago 
its aim was to present tbe Gospel, at 
least once, to every creature iu the 
woi’ld within a generation. That was 
n worthy ideal, but it has been com¬ 
pletely dwarfed by tbe newer concep¬ 
tion of our mission. But bow infini¬ 
tesimal that task now seems compared 
with what we understand today to be 
our mission. Our business is to estab¬ 
lish a Christian civilization that is 
Christian in spirit and in passion, the 
world around, in Borneo as much as 
in Boston. This newer conception is 
so much greater than the older that 
to many of xis the task will seem en¬ 
tirely new. We know now that we 
cannot retain our own Christian civil¬ 
ization except as the civilization of 
Russia. Austria. China and Japan are 
Christian. We are now bound to Chris¬ 
tianize Asia for the sake of America, 
if not for the sake of Christ. . . . 
Are we ready as a denomination to 
accept this larger coixeeptiou of the 
mission of the church? . . . The 
members of the conuniitee frankly de¬ 
clare that it is this larger purpose 
which has governed their minds in de¬ 

termining the outlines of this report.” 
Here, then, the cat is let completely 

out of the bag. The line of thought 
here from Darwin and Haeckel, right 
on through Mathews, Rausehecbusch. 
Smith, et al.. to the frank statement 
of our olficial coiiDiiittee that this so¬ 
cial service conception has governed 
their minds in determining the out¬ 
lines of their report is absolutely un- 

Tn-oken. 

Results OE the Foreign Field 

Now, the result of this teaching and 
this official leadership is already an 
almost complete cliaxige of emphasis 
on the foreign field itself. The mod¬ 
ernist and rationalistic conditions in 
our Baptist Foreign Mission Society 
and on the foreign field, therefore, real¬ 
ly should ixot occasion us any surprise. 
They lire the inevitable and logical 

fruit from the tree which we have al¬ 
lowed our skeptical professors and 

We want 100,000 subscribers to The Fundamentalist before January, 1924. 
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leaders to plant and cultivate during 
the past few decades. More and more 
in this twentieth century we have en¬ 
deavored to win the world by a differ¬ 
ent process from that inaugurated by 
Jesus and followed by Paul. The work 
of general evangelism, which should be 
regarded in the light of Christ’s 
“Great Commission” as the main task 
of the missionaries of this generation, 
ha.s really been side-tracked in the in¬ 
terests of this social service, humani¬ 
tarian lietterinent program. 'The state¬ 
ment from oiir snrvc)/ itself shows 
that our leaders have (lefinitcly and 
dcUbcrateln set aside the Great Com¬ 
mission. Jesus did not, in the Com¬ 
mission. command his followers to go 
out and establish and support what 
the survey calls “Christian civiliza¬ 
tion.” Nor did He declare that the 
mission of his church, as the Survey 
asserts, was to “create a Christian 
civilization.” His commission was 
that we shoulu “make disciples” as the 
fii-st and supreme thing, but we have 
almost completely reversed that pro¬ 
gram today. 

Direct Testimony from the Poreign 
Pield 

Let me quote now from Brother P. 
H. Audei'son, one of the missionaries 
of the Southern Board in China. 
Brother Anderson is in a position to 
know the real situation on the foi’eign 
field, and in a thoughtful article in 
“The Western Recorder” last year, as 
a result of his direct knowledge of con¬ 
ditions, and his first-hand observation 
on the foreign field, he said this: 

“During the past decade there has 
been a rapid drift away from general 
evangelism on the part of all Chris¬ 
tian missions in China. This tendency 
took definite shape with the Mott con¬ 
ferences that were held in 1913. 
While emphasizing the importance of 
evangelism, these conferences set ma¬ 
chinery in motion which has practi¬ 
cally killed the cause of general evan¬ 
gelism, so far as the missionaries are 
concerned. Fii'St, the turning of gen¬ 
eral missiouarj' evangelists into insti¬ 
tutional work. Missionaries became 
easily convinced that the burdens of 
general evangelism were not for them 
to hear. .4 Northern Baptist mission¬ 
ary at Ningpo, C'lihia, told me several 
months ago that in their mission of 
sixty members only six were set apart 
for general evangelism that four of 
the six were on furlough, and that the 
remaining two wished to get into vi- 
stitntional work. Ten yeai-s ago out 
of fort>- members of our own South¬ 
ern Baptist South China Mission a 
little less than half were in the busi¬ 
ness of general evangelism. Now this 
same mission, with more than seventy 
members, has not more than a dozen 
general evangelists. If there is a mis- 
.Sion in China that has not had a simi¬ 
lar drift I do not know of it." 

Brother Anderson further points out 
that this decline in soul winning, evan¬ 
gelizing zeal, and this increase in edu¬ 
cation and social service enthusiasm 
has been greatly increased through the 
nature of the appeals for institutional 
workers that have been made by for¬ 
eign mission leaders and teachers in 
jnodern times. He says in this con¬ 
nection : 

"Por nearly ten years this has been 
practically the only appeal that has 
been heard by volunteers in America. 
1 feel safe in saying that the great ma¬ 
jority of our people do not know that 
there is still a place for the mission¬ 
ary evangelist. And this in the face 
of'the stern fact that of the 400,000,- 
,000 people in China about 399,500,000 
are still without the Gospel. 

The Real Issue Today 

In the light of the foregoing, in clos¬ 
ing, I wish to submit the proposition 
that the real difficulty in our Baptist 
ranks In the Northland is the radical 
and revolutionary teaching of to-day, 
which has not only subverted the faith 

of many in the homeland and led to 
large numbers of young men leaving 
the ranks of the ministry, but Is now 
reaching with its destructive tentacles 
throughout the foreign lands to stran¬ 
gle a vital faith iu the integrity and 
authority of Gods Holy Word, in the 
full deity of our Lord and Saviour, 
and iu the wise and loving plan of our 
Heavenly Father for the salvation of 
a lost race. 

This, new teaching and this worldly 
policy have brought us only confusion, 
distress and disaster. We cannot in 
good couseience follow the leadership 
of those who would substitute “social 
service” for salvation, “reform” for 
regeneration, a new house for a new 
heart, education for redemption, a 
priest for a prophet, man's "conscious¬ 
ness” for divine authority, a human 
Jesus for a heavenly Saviour, and the 
“force animating the cosmos” for the 
living God. 

In great perplexity and distress of 
heart many earnest souls are asking: 
“If the foundations be removed, what 
can the righteous do?” (Psalm 11:3). 
The primary need is not economic re¬ 
form, education and social betterment. 
This is not God’s plan, and we cannot 
and will not support it. Both Scrip¬ 
ture and history proclaim the futility 
of these things for real human re¬ 
demption, though they v/ill ever consti¬ 
tute valuable by-products of redemp¬ 
tion. You can no more build a good- 
society out of had men than you could 
build a good house out of rotten 
boards. Modern Germany has demon¬ 
strated that a nation may be most ad¬ 
vanced in all lines of social service 
activities—art, science, culture, sani¬ 
tation and material prosperity—and 
yet be utterly rotten at heart. “Out 
of the heart (not the head) are the 
issues of life.” 

Sources of Missionary Zeal 

Nor can these man-made programs 
and this jicio teaching generate any 
real iiiissionary zeal or conscoralion. 
It was the old truths of God’s Word 
that led Carey to exclaim, “How can a 
man be a Christian and not act?” and 
that sent him to India, iu the face, of 
scorn and ridicule at home and super¬ 
stition and persecution abroad. It was 
conviction of the authority of God’s 
Word that changed Adonirara Judson 
and Luther Rice into Baptists, even 
while they were on shipboard en I’oute 
to the Oinent as Congregational mis¬ 
sionaries, and that conviction stead¬ 
ied them for heroic service while they 
were laying the foundation of our 
modern missionary success. It was 
belief in God’s Word that sent Living¬ 
stone to Africa, Hudson Taylor to the 
heart of China, and Roger Williams 
into the snows of Rhode Island. And 
it was a heaven-born compassion for 
the lost, acceptance of the teaching of 
Scripture, and the belief that there is 
a hell to escape and a heaven to be 
attained, that caused David Brainerd 
to weep over the poor Indians among 
whom he labored, and to say in his 
diary that he cared nothing for priva¬ 
tions and hardships, If only he might 
see their souks being saved. 

There is power in these things, but 
there is no power in this modern, 
jaunty. Intellectually proud, human 
“efficiency” thing that has reared up 
its silly head In opposition to God’s 
ways for men. 

Those of us who share the senti¬ 
ments which I have tried in this im¬ 
perfect way to express are not the 
“disturbers of Israel,” a.s some have 
charged, but the men who have de¬ 
parted from our historic faith are the 
one who are guilty in this regard. 
They are like ambitious Absalom 
standing at the gate and seeking to 
steal the hearts of unsuspecting 
Israel. And the time has come when, 
as a great historic denomination, we 
must decide between the true God and 
this modexm Baal 

The Faith of a Modernist 
{From “&rcce and Truth," Septem- 

bej' 1923) 

Another honest modernist has been 
discovered! But alas, his honesty has 
cost him dearly, for as soon as his co- 
laborere in Modernism caught a 
glimpse of his apparently uuimpeaeh- 
able integrity, he lost his job. Crook¬ 
edness is at a premium with the mod¬ 
ernistic fraternity. Honesty is taboo. 

The modernist in question, whose 
honesty and loyalty to modernism lost 
him a good job, is the Rev. Lon R. 
Call. He was Director of Religious 
Education ana Assistant Pastor of the 
Second Baptist Church of St. Louis. 
The Pastor of this church is none other 
than Dr. W. C. Bitting, the Recording 
Secretary of the Northern Baptist 
Convention. Dr. Bitting, is one of the 
most vitally potent influences in the 
Northern Convention, and has been for 
years one of the most subtle and adroit 
of the modernists. It would appear 
that it takes modernism to secure for 
a man denominational prestige. Shall- 
er Mathews. Gerald Birney Smith, 
Cornelius WoeIfl<in, aud Walter 
Rauschenbusch aud such like are the 
iudicators of the accuracy of this ob¬ 
servation. The Rev. Lon R. Call is 
just a young fellow who was elected 
to be a satellite to the more bril¬ 
liant modernist stars. But Lon lacks 
finesse. He is crude. So Lou was 
asked to move. 

It all came about in this wise—Dr. 
Bitting was away from his church. 
The Rev. Lon R. Call, being Assistant 
Pastor, was to fill the pulpit for Dr. 
Bitting. The Rev. Call is full of 
youthful fervor. He sees an oppor¬ 
tunity to say a few pointed things on 
modernism. He full well knows where 
Dr. Bitting, his chief, stands. He 
knows that Bitting and be are in per¬ 
fect agreement. He decides to preach 
on the subject; “The Faith of a Mod¬ 
ernist.” Jt must be said to his credit 
that he gave as fair and open and 
square a delineation of Bitting's posi¬ 
tion and the position of the rest of the 
modernists as one could find. He 
frankly admits the existence of un¬ 
settled points in the ideas of a mod¬ 
ernist and touches only on those points 
where agreement is quite complete. 
But when Bitting returns, instead of 
complimenting his young co-laborer 
for a bold and fearlessly done piece of 
work, he is irate, and the unfortunate 
Call is given the perfumed mitten. 
What a glittering stroke of policy, 
what an impressive play to the gal¬ 
leries ! Now the Rev. Call stands be¬ 
fore the public as a heretic and a free¬ 
lance, while Dr. Bitting quietly steps 
into the limelight as the courageous 
and loyal defender of the faith, ready 
to uQsheath his trusty blade and strike 
down evil doctrine whenever and 
wherever it dares to lift its slimy 
head. (Avaunt, Call! Bravo, Bitting!) 
As a matter of fact the two men agree. 
They are both modernists, which is 
equivalent to saying they are both in¬ 
fidels. That being the case, what was 
the reason for the stage-play by Bit¬ 
ting? 

Following are some extracts from 
the sermon by Rev. Call which proved 
to be a bomb In the camp. We quote 
the St. Louis Globe-Democrat: 

THE FAITH OF A MODERNIST ON 
EVOLUTION 

“The modei*nist believes iu the fact 
j of evolution. The method may be 

questioned b\it the fact remains that 
I man and the uuivei’se have evolved 
j from the simplest conditions. The 

God of the modernist is net the Car¬ 
penter-God of an ancient theology who 
builds a universe like a man builds a 
house. He builds through progressive 
change and adaptation. Evolution is 
his method. He works in accord with 
the proven facts of science, aud is 

{Continued on page 6) 
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A Word About the Editor 
The readers of The Fundamen¬ 

talist will undoubtedly be interested 
in learning that the editor, Dr. John 
Roach Straton, is enjoying a two 
months’ tour of Europe with Mrs. 
Straton. They sailed August 11 on 
the “Majestic” and have visited many 
points in England and Scotland and 
Belgium. A radio message has been 
received telling of the thrilling experi¬ 
ence of sailing by airship from London 
to Brussels. While in Scotland they 
stopped C'lie night at an old castle, 
which has been the home of the Stra¬ 
ton family for over 400 years. On Sep¬ 
tember 10 they were in , Amsterdam 
and tbelr Itinerary from there in¬ 
cludes Cologne, the Rhine, Switzer¬ 
land, Italy, Spain and Paris. They 
will sail from Cherbourg October 6 on 
the “Berengnria,” which is due in New 
York the 12th. This is the first real 
vacation Dr. Straton has experienced 
since he entered the ministry twenty 
years ago, and all his friends are hop¬ 
ing and praying that both the Doctor 
and Mrs. Straton will return home 
greatly refreshed and strengthened in 
body and spirit. 

A Word to Our Fundamentalist 
Readers 

We wish to express hearty apprecia¬ 
tion for the many kind words that 
come daily from our readers from all 
over the country and distant parts of 
the world, telling us of their deep in¬ 
terest in the work w'e are trying to do, 
and assuring us that they are with us 
in sympathy and prayers. While we 
have received a few letters manifesting 
a spirit of bitterness and opposition, 
they are almost immediately lost sight 
of and forgotten in the pile of corre¬ 
spondence from true and loyal friends 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, who are also 
proving to be our true friends and 
supporters. Many are co-operating by 
sending for copies of The Fundamen¬ 
talist for distribution, and we are re¬ 
ceiving letetrs from those who have 
received such copies, expressing thank¬ 
fulness for having seen the paper, and 
sending us their subscriptions. 

Postponements 

III the absence of our Editor, Dr. 
Straton, and many of our Executive 
Committee, as The Fundamentalist 

goes to press, it is necessary to post¬ 
pone important statements which were 
to appear In this issue of the paper. 

Does your faith men anything to you? Help us in contending for it. 
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Impressions of the Baptist World Alliance in Stockholm 
By A, C. Dixon 

I went to the “Baptist World AlH- j 
ance.” and paid my own expenses for 
ttie privilege, that I might come close 
to the great Baptist heart of the world, 
.and learn liow it beats toward the 
great fundamental truths of Christi¬ 
anity, for which our fathers in all 
countries have contended, and many of 
them have died, 

The purpose of this article is to give 
honestly, frankly and kindly facts and 
impressions as I saw and felt them. 

Prohibition, War and Persecution 
It was evident at Stockholm on more 

than one occasion that Prohibition is 
becoming a world movement, and that 
the majority of delegates in this Bap¬ 
tist World Alliance were in favor of 
suppressing the traffic In intoxicating 
liquors. Even Congressman Upshaw's 
fiery denunciations of the “Drink 
Trade” iniquity were heartilj' ap¬ 
plauded. and the facts which he gave 
to the daily press of Stockholm and 
Gothenburg cannot fail to do good. 

It was equally evident that there is 
a world-wide abhorrence of war. The 
Alliance was not willing to talce the 
Pacifist position, advocated by the 
Russian delegation, that we condemn 
and advise our people to abstain from 
all military service; but a strong anti¬ 
war resolution was unanimously and 
enthusiastically passetl. 

It was evident, again, that the days 
of persecution for religious faith have 
not yet passed. And the rainbow upon 
this black cloud is the glorious fact 
that there ai-e Baptist men and wom¬ 
en in the world today who are willing 
to suffer and, if needs be. to die for the 
truths they believe. They could not 
understand what yon were talking 
about, if you should tell them that it 
does not matter what you believe, pi’O- 
vlded yon render good service to the 
coniimiiiity in which you live. 

K-oumania. Bussia and Germany 
The Roumanian delegation excited 

great interest because of the fact that 
among them were some who bore in 
their bodies the marks of the Lord 
Jesus, and. when Congressman Up¬ 
shaw, after bearing a recital of their 
cruel persecutions, rose and declared 
that be was on his way to Roumania 
and intended to see the Prime Minis¬ 
ter, that he might, in the name of the 
Baptist World Alliance and the Con¬ 
gress of the United States demand that 
these persecutions shall cease. • every 
heart gave approval, whatever the 
head might say about the wisdom of 
making such a declaration in public. 
When Rev. C. Adorian. of Bucharest, 
spoke of “The Holy Privilege of Suf¬ 
fering for Jesus," our hearts melted in 
the heat of that phrase. 

The most pathetic group in the Alli¬ 
ance were the forty or more Russians, 
some of whom seemed to be in deep 
poverty. There were several Indies 
among them, who with their sweet, 
motherly faces and pleasant manners 
were dressed In rather coarse cotton 
cloth, and Madame Ysnovesky, who 
once belonged to the Russian nobility, 
captured all hearts, as she spoke in 
purest English of their gratitude for 
the help which had been given them in 
their great distress, and urged the im- 
jiortance just now of giving to Russia 
the Gospel in its purity. Some of the 
men. dressed in their blouses, looked 
as if they had come fresh from their 
farms, and were full of joy in the 
privilege of meeting brother Baptists 
from all over the world. It was an in¬ 
teresting fact, reflecting credit upon 
the Soviet Goverament, that one of 

their leaders, who was a political pris¬ 
oner. had been released, that he might 
attend the Alliance. 

The sixty-one German delegates 
seemed to he very subdued and serious. 
One of their sjieakers designated his 
country as “poor suffering Germany." 
Several of them led in prayer with n 
modesty, humility and faith, which 
moved our hearts. It was a tribute to 
Christ that in the fellowship of His 
love these Germau brethren were 
mingling with the French, the British, 
the Americans and others, who were 
once their political enemies. We felt 
as never before the power of the Gos¬ 
pel of Chi'ist to unify all peoples. And 
yet one of the German delegates, in a 
private conversation, raised the ire of 
an American by his stout defense of 
Germany's right to sink the Lusitania, 
because she was carrying munitions of 
wai’. But even that did not break the 
bond of Christian fellowship. 

“The Declaration of Dr. Mullins” 

The “Declaration.” presented by Dr. 
Mullins, was a great manifesto of 
Christian truth: hut there were two 
omissions, to which I called his atten¬ 
tion. when he permitted me to rend it 
in manuscript. There was no refer¬ 
ence to the second coming of Christ 
nor to “Evolution,” which is the most 
alive subject in the scientific and theo¬ 
logical worlds of today. I asked Dr. 
Mullins why he did not give the ma.s- 
terful deliverance on Evolution, so 
satisfactory to all Southern Baptists, 
which he gave at Kansas City. He re¬ 
plied that he doubted the wisdom of 
it, since some of the foreign delegates 
had doubtless never heard of evolu¬ 
tion. I am sure that he was mistaken, 
for one or two from the smaller na¬ 
tions made reference to the l>avoc 
which modern criticism had been mak¬ 
ing among them. 

The claim that unity prevails in an 
ass8ml)ly. when subjects are omitted 
on the ground that their discussion 
would reveal differences is a camou¬ 
flage, which maj’ be justiflable in war. 
but hardly defensible among brethren 
who ought to love one another well 
enough to discuss, without bitterness, 
their differences in their search of 
truth. The majority of the delegates 
at Sb'ckholm were intensely evangeli¬ 
cal. but there was a strong influential 
minority “libernl” in their tbeoiogj'. 
At a devotional meeting, some one in 
the gallery prayed that the Alliance 
might be delivered from “liberalism 
and all other forms of paganism,” and 
one of the British papers reported that 
the "Liberals" on the British ship 
made merry over the prayer. A full 
discussion of differences in the spirit 
of love is the only road to real unity, 
and all attempts to suppress discus¬ 
sion uccentunte and promote the dif¬ 
ferences. Unity is not to be sought at 
the expense of verity, and we cannot 
expect the God of Truth to bless a 
meeting in which the assertion of 
unity is only a camouflage for divi¬ 
sions we wish to hide. 

Diplomacy and Strategy 

It is growing more and more evident 
that Modernists are depending to a 
large extent upon diplomacy and 
strategy for the furtherance of their 
cause. It looks ns If taking the “De- 
clarntinn” of Dr. Mullins from Mon¬ 
day evening, when there would have 
been ample time for the discussion of 
this most important matter before the 
Alliance, and placing it in a sort of 
cul (1c sac just before the lunch hour. 

was n dlpioiuatic move to cut off dis¬ 
cussion. This harmonizes with the 
iliploiiiacy of American Slodernists at 
Indianapolis in offering the New Tes¬ 
tament as suffleleut ground for onr 
faith and, after it was carried against 
the New Hampshire “Confession.” ex¬ 
plaining that “ground” does not mean 
rule but simply something out of which 
things grow; also the appropriation of 
the word “evangelical” by Slodernists. 
And the fact that Dr. Woelflcin, after 
some of his radical utterances, did not 
attend the Northern Baptist Conven¬ 
tion ut Atlantic City, but spent that 
week lecturing in the University of 
Chicn JO, looked like a clever diplo¬ 
matic ruse to prevent the Fundamen- 
tallstr from criticizing him In his ab¬ 
sence, Such diplomacy is a confes¬ 
sion f f weakness. 

Two Theological Veins 

There were two vanes which showed 
the direction of the theological wMnds 
from Great Britain. One was the fact 
that Dr. W. E. Bloomfield, President 
of College, recognized ns a thor- 
ougli-going Modernist, was put for¬ 
ward as their leader*. Dr. Bloomfield 
with his winsome personality, cora- 
maiuliiig presence, strong voice, bright 
mind and pleasing delivery can be de¬ 
pended upon to speak for Modernism 
on all occasions every word that under 
the circumstances ought to be spoken. 
He could accept the resolution that 
"We confess our faith in the whole 
Christ in the whole Bible for tlie whole 
world.” because he could give to “the 
whole Christ and the whole Bible" 
their modernistic meaning; but he em- 
plmti< ally rejected the i*esolution after 
it had been given its evangelical, ortho¬ 
dox d ‘finltion. Yet his last word was, 
"I believe in intellectual integrity.” 

The second vane was the fact that 
Dr. Frederick C. Spun* was reporter 
for both “The Christian "World,'’ the 
radical modernistic religious weekly 
of Great Britain and for "The Baptist 
Tlme.'s." the organ of the British Bap¬ 
tist riiion, managed completely by Dr. 
J. H. Shakespeare. Dr. Spun* has 
talent, if not genius, for writing in 
such a way as to please both Modern¬ 
ists and Fundamentalists. He wrote, 
incognito, for several years the notes 
for *'The Christian” without offending 
the most devout believer in the verbal 
inspiration of the Bible, while at the 
.same time be was furnishing interest¬ 
ing and acceptable matter for "The 
Christian World.” 

Dr. Spun* is a strong personality 
with a warm heart and a large vocab¬ 
ulary. which he knows how to tise with 
consummate skill, and he has the 
“journalistic instinct,” which makes 
him popular with newspaper men. 
While in Australia he became noted 
for his modernistic utterances; and, 
when he returned to" England, he 
kept en 7-apport with Modernists, 
while his orthodox side was so 
fully revealed, that even Keswick in¬ 
vited him to be one of its speakers. 
However, his view of the Bible as 
quartz that has gold in it, which we 
must get out by a process of crushing 
and elimination, did not satisfy some 
Keswick friends, who believe the whole 
Bible to be the Word of God, and hi 
was dropped from the list of Keswick 
speakers. But it must be said that 
when Dr. Spurr spoke at Keswick, his 
addresses were in such harmony with 
Keswick lines of teaching, that many 
hearers received great blessing. And 
it is reported that the Keswick discus¬ 
sion of Dr. Spun* brought him into 

such prominence that he was elected 
President of the Baptist Union of 
Great Britain by the votes of Modern¬ 
ists who liked their side of him. and 
of evangelicals who liked equally well 
their side of him. He was so eran- 
gelicnl and at the same time so mod¬ 
ernistic that ever.vbody who did not 
care to see both sides at once voted for 
him. Such a brilliant, two-sided man 
could, of course, be depended upon to 
please both sides, if possible. So Dr. 
Spun- was selected to report for “The 
Christian World” with its out-and-out 
modernism and slight evangelical fla¬ 
vor, and for "The Baptist Times,” with 
its evangelical prestige and its present 
modernistic tendencies. So far as we 
know, both sides have been satisfied. 

The Addresses 

The address of D;. Mullins on “Bap¬ 
tists and Liberty” in the estimation of 
at least one delegate stands at the 
head. In it like a master musician be 
swept the whole gamut of evangelical 
Christianity and related its truths to 
civil and religious libertj’. as held by 
Baptists. The unassuming manner, 
the simple, unadorned style lighted up 
by homely but striking illustrations, 
the sense of reality felt by all, the 
clear unstrained enunciation and the 
red-hot earnestness of a t soul, 
made impressions which will go to the 
uttermost parts of the earth, never to 
be effaced. 

Next comes the sermon of Di*. Tru- 
Gtt. It was commonplace Gospel truth, 
deliN’ered with distinct enunciation, 
orderly arrangement, apt illustrations, 
evident humility with childlflue ' de¬ 
pendence upon the Holy Spirit and 
consummate oratory without a mark 
of elocutionary artificiality—^the best 
preaching in the worFl. Thrugh it 
was more than one hour Ion at a 
time when the people were ./earied, 
the attention of the great audience was 
held to the last word, and the impres¬ 
sion upon all. except the Modernists 
who have no taste for that sort of 
preaching, was tremendous.. 

Dr. W. Y. Fullerton's sermon on the 
noth Psalm was a powerful mission¬ 
ary appeal packed with rich Biblical 
exposition. It is a never-ceasing won¬ 
der that a man who believes and 
preaches evangelical truth so faith¬ 
fully should line up with Modernists 
in their efforts to send missionaries to 
Pagan lands, who ignore or deny the 
fundamentals of evangelical Chris¬ 
tianity. 

The address of Dr. Curtis Lee Laws 
with its clear thinking and forceful 
delivery made a deep impression upon 
all. He made it clear that the attack 
of Modernism today is not upon the 
outposts of Christianity, as it was a 
few years ago, but upon the citadel: 
upon the Virgin birth and deity of our 
Lord, his bodily resurrection, vicari¬ 
ous death and Second Coming. 

Dr. Rushbrooke’s account of the 
philanthropic and humanitarian work 
he has been doing among the Baptists 
of Europe shows that he is admirably 
fitted for that kind of service, though 
some of us could wish that a man of 
more decided evangelical convictions 
and more independent of modernistic 
leaders might have to do with the 
founding and control of cur Theologi¬ 
cal Seminaries. 

Dr. J. P. Love’s paper, which was 
rend, and well read, by Dr. J. L. 
White, because of Dr. Love’s tempo¬ 
rary illness, was a strong presentation 
of our positive obligations to evangel- 

iCotiiimwd on page 8) 

“Earnestly contend for the faith”? What will you do about it? 
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Some Peculiar Libera! Ways 
By Professor L, W. Keyser, D.D. 

The Faith of a Modernist 

(Oontinued from page 5) 

never nt rest in any moment of time 
or in any inch of space." 

THE FAITH OF A MODERNIST 
CONCERNING THE BIBLE 

“The modernist’s Bible is a compila¬ 
tion of sixty-six books written nt dif¬ 
ferent times, by different men. to meet 
(lifTerent circumstances. Some of these 
books are historical and .some are 
poetic. .All of the Old Testament 
stories prior to the story of Abraham 
are legend, and should be so consid¬ 
ered. The modernist’s Bible is not a 
single mandate handed down miracu¬ 
lously by God, hut it is the outgrowth 
of a long period of religious thought. 
God Is not limited, therefore, to one 
book, but reveals Himself in many 
books and in many other ways.” 

the FAITH OF A MODERNIST 
CONCERNING THE FALL OP MAN 

"The legend of the fall of Adam has 
long since passed away in the light of 
the findings of science. All the re¬ 
demptive schemes rooted in that fic¬ 
tion therefore become ruireal and 
needless. Man hasn’t fallen from God, 
but is continually growing toward 
God. Man bears the image of God be¬ 
cause man is the only creature capable 
of love, thought and forgiveness. All 
talk about the need of a propitiation 
to appease the wrath of God is an in¬ 
sult to God.” 

THE FAITH OP A MODERNIST 
CONCERNING THE I’ERSON 

OF JESUS CHRIST 

"The modernist looks upon Jesus as 
having attained absolute Godlikeness. 
Me was not born of a virgin, but with 
the same nature that man has. His 
divinity was different In degree, but 
not in kind, from other men. To call 
.Tesus the only Sou of God would be to 
limit God. It would also remove the 
value of Jesus, with His example of 
a sinless life and a self-sacrificing 
ideal for one would naturally expect 
a God to be like that. Jesus has more 
meaning for us when stripped of the 
man-made systems of theology that 
have grown up around bis noble char¬ 
acter. Man does not need to be rescued 
or recovered, but regenerated. Jesus 
is his noble example.” 

Call does not advance one single 
new thought. It’s the same old stale 
modernistic propaganda. Dr. Bitting 
himself has been teaching these self¬ 
same infidel falsehoods for many yeax-s, 
and that in the same pulpit. Why, 
then, the furore over Call’s sermon? 
Instead of “Grace and Truth” seeking 
to answer this question, we will allow 
another self-confessed modernist to tell 
113 the reason. We again quote the 
Globe-Democrat: 

“The Rev. Dr. Dwight J. Bradley, 
pastor of the First Congregational 
Church of Webster Grove. Mo., will 
preach tomorrow on ‘Giovanni Pa- 
pini’s Interpretation of Jesus’ Teach¬ 
ing,’ and will have occasion to discuss 
modernism in the pulpit. He will use 
as an illustration of his remarks the 
case of the Rev. Lon Call, director of 
religious education and assistant min¬ 
ister of the Second Baptist Church of 
St. Louis, Mo., who, May 27, preached 
a sermon in his own church on 'The 
Faith of a Modernist.’ 

"Dr. Bradley says, 'As a result of 
his boldness in preaching this sermon, 
Mr. Call has been forced out of lus 
position—perhaps out of his denom¬ 
ination. He is one of the younger 
men, brilliant, honest, modest. He be¬ 
lieved he was simply carrying on the 
well-known tradition of the Church 
for outspoken and progressive liberal¬ 
ism. Dr. Bitting, one of my own 
heroes of the freedom of thought, has 
been known as ‘the untamed mustang 
of the Baptist Church,’ and he has fre- 
suently insisted that the pulpit of bis 

Church is and must be absolutely free 
and honest. 

"Mr. Call’s sermon stated to a nicety 
the secret theological position of a ma¬ 
jority of the ministers in the so-called 
‘West End' Churches. The difference 
between Mr. Cali and the rest of us is 
simply this: Mr. Call called the spade 
a spade, while we more prudently call 
It by some more poetical name. Ho 
was definite, we are ambiguous; he 
was honest, we are cautious. If the 
laj’men emiid hear their ministers dis¬ 
cussing religion and theology in pri¬ 
vate it would be a good thing. But 
miulsters in general are not ‘game’ to 
come out into the open. They excuse 
themselves on the ground of wishing 
to ‘maintain harmony.’ It is less often 
harmony that they want to maintain 
than it is their professionni position, 
their influence, tlieir job. I say this, 
not to make trouble, but to explain Mr. 
Call’s situation. We ministers are 
about as good as the average run of 
citizens—no better. We need to take 
stock of ourselves. 

" ‘I can understand the wrath of a 
conservative who hears his cherished 
opinions questioned. I can sympathize 
with William, J. Bryan in his zeal for 
the expulsion of all preachers and 
teachers from school and college who 
preach and teach evolution. It Is a 
matter of spiritual life and death to 
Mr. Bryan. But i cannot understand 
the repudiation by self-avowed liberals 
and evolutionists of a man who ex¬ 
presses the modernist view so perfect¬ 
ly. He had reason to e.xpect more gen¬ 
erous treatment. 

" ‘I desire to put myself on record 
as absolutely in agreement with Mr. 
Call’s statement of the faith of a mod¬ 
ernist. I am a modernist without res¬ 
ervation. But whether a modernist or 
a traditionalist, I insist that the young 
man who ventures forth shall be backed 
by those who have influenced him to 
go forward. If we ministers continue 
much longer to be guided by the pru¬ 
dential consldeyiTtlons of materialistic 
success, we shall find ourselves at last 
stripped of influence and degraded in 
the public eye.’ ” 

Dr. Bradley deserves three cheers. 
Although his doctrine is contrary to 
God’s Word, he nt least knows what 
fairness and manliness mean. But as 
fair as Dr. Bradley is, we are amazed 
that he so frankly gives the two real 
reasons for Call’s dismissal. He un¬ 
hesitatingly ascribes Gall’s dismissal 
to the fact that he was "definite” and 
“honest.” For the double crime of 
definiteness and honesty Lon R. Call 
was beheaded by his ecclesiastical as¬ 
sociates. This reveals the attitude of 
most mcdevnists. They purposely and 
designedly avoid definiteness and hon¬ 
esty. They magnify tact until it be¬ 
comes duplicity. They exalt ambiguity 
until they become inane platitudi¬ 
narians. They emphasize the impor¬ 
tance of offending no one until they 
become spineless sycophants hanging 
on to their jobs like hungry dogs paw¬ 
ing a bone. 

The result of this familiar and al¬ 
most universal policy among modern¬ 
ists is that they question and deny 
every fundamental truth of God’s 
Word in the privacy of their studies 
and in their public utterances are 
veiled, evasive and ambiguous. Such 
a policy makes moral cowards and 
liars of all who adopt it. Lon R. Call 
wouldn’t fall into line and cousequeiit- 
ly the sword of judgment fell upon 
him. I-Ie has gone to Chicago Univer¬ 
sity where, if training and example 
have any influence, his tendency to 
definiteness and honesty will he quick¬ 
ly killed forever. 

How can a man with one spark of 
honor in his soul, to say nothing of 
faith, face the unvarnished facts of 
such a ease as the Lon R. Call case 
without lifting his voice to God, say¬ 
ing : 

Down With Modebnism ! 

One of the ways of the iiberaltistic 
theologian is this: He will deliver an 
address or print an article or brochure 
in which Ite boldly sets forth his lib- 
eralistic views, and pommels the evaii- 
gellcal position with much vigor. Then 
criticisms are showered upon him 
from the conservative side, and his 
wide departures from the Christian 
faith and his hiatuses in logic are ex- 
l)ose(i. Presently he seems to feel that 
he has gone too far, and has goP.eu in 
wrong with a lot of good people. Wliat 
then? instead of frankly acknowledg¬ 
ing that he was mistaken, he will pres¬ 
ently issue an article that eou.es so 
near being evangelical that many good 
people wonder why the eouservatives 
shonid find fault with such a fine, or¬ 
thodox and spiritually-minded think¬ 
er. We shall cite several instan ;ss of 
this shifty method. 

A miinber of years ago Shailer Mat¬ 
hews published an article in a now 
defunct magazine, in which he found 
fault with the great men who f.)rmu- 
lated the Nicene Creed. How much 
better it would !mve been, he declared, 
if the Nicene theologians, instead of 
quarreling over a Greek word—it was 
not a word; it was only a letter—had 
organized a mission among the Gi'v- 
mans! From many quarters criticisms 
were heaped upon this superficial es¬ 
say. Some months later Dr. Mathews 
wrote some articles that were almost 
orthodox, and even turned upon some 
of the libernlists to read them a severe 
lecture. At the time we heard him 
favorably quoted by one of the most 
conservative theologians then living. 
Dr. Mathews even said that the Ni¬ 
cene statements were necessary in the 
early days of Christianity to save and 
differentiate it from pagauism. Then 
a lot of good people wondered what in 
the world the orthodox writers meant 
by criticizing a man who was so sound 
iu the faith ns Shailer Mathew.?! It 
was not so very long, however, before 
he was teetering on the liberal side 
again, and was scoring tlie orthodox 
party. Thus the see-sawing has been 
going on these many years. 

A like method, mulatis muiandifi 
was recently pursued by Dr. Fesdiek. 
His sermon on "Shall the Fundamen¬ 
talists Win?” was quite rank in its 
liberalism, and brought down upon him 
a volley of criticisms, so that many 
people were naturally led to feel that 
Dr. Posdick was hardly entitled to re¬ 
main ia the Christian fold at all. This 
would never do! Some course must 
be taken to get back into evangelical 
favor. But, of course, a humble and 
frank confession would have hurt the 
offender's pride. So he follov/ed the 
method of policy—a plan that would 
set him right, and yet render a con¬ 
fession unnecessary. So he preached 
and published a sermon on “The Per¬ 
son of Christ,” which comes so near 
being orthodox, at least in most of its 
statements, that it might have almost 
deceived the elect. Then a lot of good 
people turned upon the conservatives, 
and exclaimed reproachfully, "Why do 
you abuse a man who is so sound in 
the faith? Read this sermon, and see 
how he upholds the divinity" of Christ 
and even rejects the Unitarian doc¬ 
trine by name!” Thus Fosdiek see- 
sav's to and fro, and disturbs many 
Isonest people. 

And now comes Dr. W. H. P. Paunce, 
President of Brown University. His 

■ radical pamphlet, “What Are the Fun¬ 
damentals?” brought down upon his 
devoted head some trenchant criteisms, 
and its weak points were exposed by 
more than one writer. He was shown 
to have departed far from the faith 
of the gospel. Articles charging him 
with heretical teaching appeared in 

the columns of many journals. His 
bad logic and bis faculty for mlscois- 
ceptioii were clearly pointed out. 

But it would hardly do to let mat¬ 
ters stand thus. Something must he 
done to conciliate and placate the 
aroused evangelical element in the 
church. So the decision was made: "I 
will write an article to show how 
soundly and roundly orthodox I am.” 
And here we have it before us—an ar¬ 
ticle on “Thy Kingdom Come,” which 
ui»i)eurs iu one of our contemporaries. 
With the exception of a few minor ex¬ 
pressions. the most evangelical be¬ 
liever could scarcely find fault witli 
the article, but would have to com¬ 
mend it. ‘‘And this is the man w'hom 
yon criticized so drastically as anti- 
Biblieal and un-Baptist?” some good 
people will exclaim indignantly. 

We do not wonder that people are 
sorely puzzled with these men who 
blow hot one moment and cold the 
next; who, like the chameleou, can 
change their color so readily to suit 
their environment. The psychology 
and the spirituality of these men are 
an enigma. When Dr. Paunce dons 
liis evangelical robe, he proves himself 
a better thinker and keener logician 
than when he wears the latitudinarian 
robe. Yet note his inconsistency. Iu 
his radical pamphlet he seems to re¬ 
ject the virgin birth and the deity ol 
Cliri.st; at least, he makes the conten¬ 
tion that they are not essential. What 
kind of a being would that make 
Christ? Only a man. Y'et listen to 
what Dr. Faunce says in his recent 
article on "I'hy Kingdom Come”: “And 
-Since Christ is the express image of 
God, we riglitiy say in the unceasing 
Tc Deuin of the church. ‘Thou art the 
King of Glory, O Christ.’ At the cen¬ 
ter of the kingdom Is a person, and 
that person is our Lord. Without ab¬ 
solute aliegiance to Kim the kingdom 
in its highest form caunot exist.” 

But how do such pronouncements 
harmonize with the denial of Christ’s 
virgin birth and deitj'? If Christ was 
not the incarnate God, if He was not 
the God-man, then it is idolatry to 
sing the Te Deum, to worship Him as 
the King of Glory, and to call Him 
"our Lord.” We have no right to ap¬ 
ply such designations to a mere man, 
however great and good be may be. 
Mow can one reconcile Faunce with 
Faunce — Faunce the liberal wltli 
Faunce the orthodox? He must be left 
in the hands of God, who alone is able 
to judge the status of men. 

There are some things so good and 
true in Dr. Faunee's conservative arti¬ 
cle that they will bear transcription. 
They make refreshing reading. At the 
same time they will indicate how anx¬ 
ious he is to set himself right with 
evangelical people. He says: 

“Let us speak plainly and unmistak¬ 
ably. Christ is to us not one of many 
teachers. He is the perfect revelation 
of the Father.” Then He must be 
equal to the Father, and therefore God 
—deity. Di’. Faunce pursues; "Christ 
is not an important edition of Con¬ 
fucius ; He is not a better Buddha. 
We follow Confucius a certain dis¬ 
tance and admire him. and then we 
find in him what we can never admire. 
We follow Buddha a certain distance, 
and then sve turn away. We follow 
Christ without reservation, and we 
follow Him forever. We yield our¬ 
selves to Him with no hesitation or 
scruple, and we ask nothing more in 
this world than to know His will and 
to do it. As Dante said; ‘His will is 
our peace.’ ” 

If that does not mean that Christ is 
divine, is truly God as well as man, 
language has no certain meaning. 

{Continued on page S) 

Does the Bible really mean it when it says that we should 
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Impressions of the Baptist World Alliance in Stockholm 
By A. C. Dixon 

I went to tbe “Baptist tVoiid Alli¬ 
ance.’’ and paid my own expenses for 
tbe privilege, that I might come close 
to tbe great Baptist heart of tbe world, 
and learn how it heats toward the 
gi'eat fundamental truths of Christi¬ 
anity, for which our fathers in all 
countries have contended, and many of 
them have died. 

The purpose of this article is to give 
honestly, frankly and kindly facts and 
impressions as I saw and felt them. 

Prohibition, War and Persecution 

It was evident at Stockholm on more 
than one occasion that Prohibition is 
becoming a world movement, and that 
the majority of delegates in this Bap¬ 
tist World Alliance were in favor of 
suppressing the traffic in intoxicating 
liquors. Even Congressman Upshaw’s 
fiei’y denunciations of the “Drink 
Trade’’ iniquity wei’e heartily ap¬ 
plauded, and the facts which he gave 
to the daily press of Stockholm and 
Gothenburg cannot fail to do good. 

It was equally evident that there is 
a world-wide abhoiTence of war. The 
Alliance was not willing to take the 
Pacifist position, advocated by tbe 
Russian delegation, that we condemn 
and advise our people to abstain from 
all inilitaiT service; but a strong anti¬ 
war resolution was unanimously and 
enthusiastically passed. 

It was evident, again, that the days 
of persecution for I’eligious faith have 
not yet passed. And the rainbow upon 
this black cloud is the glorious fact 
that there are Baptist men and wom¬ 
en in the world today who are willing 
to suffer and, if needs be. to die for the 
truths they believe. They could not 
understand what you were talking 
about, if you should tell them that it 
does not matter what you believe, pro¬ 
vided you render good service to the 
community in which you live. 

Eoumania. Eussia and Germany 
The Roumanian delegation excited 

great interest because of tbe fact that 
among them were some who bore in 
their bodies the marks of the Lord 
Jesus, and, when Congressman Up¬ 
shaw. after hearing a recital of their 
cruel persecutious, rose and declared 
that he was on his way to Roumania 
and iutended to see the Prime Minis¬ 
ter, that he might, in tbe name of the 
Baptist World Alliance and the Con¬ 
gress of the United States demand that 
these persecutions shall cease. - every 
heart gave approval, whatever tbe 
head might say about the wisdom of 
making such a declaration in public. 
When Rev. C. Adorian, of Bucharest, 
spoke of “The Holy Privilege of Suf¬ 
fering for Jesus.” our hearts melted in 
the beat of that phrase. 

The most pathetic group in the Alli¬ 
ance were the forty or more Russians, 
some of whom seemed to be in deep 
povertj’. There were several ladies 
among them, who with their sweet, 
motherly faces and pleasant manners 
were dressed in rather coarse cotton 
cloth, and Madame Ysnovesky, who 
once belonged to tbe Russian nobility, 
captured ail hearts, as she spoke in 
purest English of their gratitude for 
the help which had been given them in 
their great distress, and urged the Im¬ 
portance .lust now of giving to Russia 
the Gospel in its purity. Some of the 
men, dressed in their blouses, looked 
as if they had come fresh from their 
farms, and were full of joy in the 
privilege of meeting brother Baptists 
from all over tbe world. It was an in¬ 
teresting fact, reflecting credit upon 
tbe Soviet Government, that one of 

their leaders, who was a political pris¬ 
oner, had been released, that he might 
attend the Alliance. 

Tbe sixty-one German delegate.^ 
seemed t(» be very subdued and serious. 
One of their speakers designated his 
country ns "poor suffering Germany.” 
Several of them led in pr.ayer with a 
modesty, humility and faith, which 
moved our hearts. It was a tribute to 
Christ that in the fellowship of His 
love these German brethren were 
mingling with the French, the British, 
the Americans and others, who were 
once their political enemies. We felt 
ns never before the power of the Gos¬ 
pel of Christ to unify all peoples. And 
yet one of the German delegates, in a 
privntii conversation, raised tbe ire of 
an American by his stout defense of 
Germany’s right to sink the Lusitania, 
because she was carrying munitions of 
war. But even that did not break tbe 
bond of Christian fellowship. 

“The Declaration of Dr. Knllins" 

The “Declaration," presented by Dr. 
Mullins, was a great manifesto of 
Christian truth: but there were two 
omissions, to which I called his atten¬ 
tion. when he permitted me to read it 
in manuscript. There was no refer¬ 
ence to the second coming of Christ 
nor to “Evolution.” which is the most 
alive subject in the scientific and theo¬ 
logical worlds of today. I asked Dr. 
Mullins why he did not give the mas¬ 
terful deliverance on Evolution, so 
satisfactory to all Southern Baptists, 
which he gave at Kansas City. He re- 
jdied that he doubted tbe wisdom of 
It, since some of the foreign delegates 
had doubtless never heard of evolu¬ 
tion. I am sure that he was mistaken, 
for one or two from the smaller na¬ 
tions made reference to the havoc 
which modern criticism had been mak¬ 
ing among them. 

The claim that unity prevails in an 
assembly, when subjects are omitted 
on the ground that their discussion 
would reveal differenee.s is a camou¬ 
flage, which may be justifiable in war. 
but b.irdly defensible among brethren 
who ouglit to love one another well 
enough to discuss, without bitterness, 
their differences in their search of 
truth, The majority of the delegates 
at Stockholm were intensely evangeli¬ 
cal, but there was a strong influential 
minority “liberal” in their theology. 
At a devotional meeting, some one in 
the gallery prayed that the Alliance 
mdglit be delivered from "liberalism 
and all other forms of paganism,” and 
one of the British papers reported that 
the “Liberals” on the British ship 
made merry over the prayer. A full 
discussion of differences in the spirit 
of love is the onij' road to real unity, 
and all attempts to suppress discus¬ 
sion accentuate and promote the dif¬ 
ferences. Tliiitj’ is not to be sought at 
the expense of vei’ity, and we cannot 
expect the God of Truth to bless a 
meeting in which the assertion of 
unity is only a camouflage for divi¬ 
sions we wish to hide. 

Diplomacy and Strategy 

It is growing more and moi*e evident 
that Modernists are depending to a 
large extent upon diplomacy and 
strategy for the furtherance of their 
cause. It looks ns if taking the "De- 
clnrntion” of Dr. Mullins from Mon¬ 
day evening, when there would have 
been ample time for the discussion of 
this most important matter before the 
Alliance, and placing it in a sort of 
CHl dc sac just before the lunch hour, 

was a diplomatic move to cut off dis¬ 
cussion. This harmonizes with the 
diplomacy of American Modernists at 
Indianapolis in offering the New Tes¬ 
tament ns sufficient ground for onr 
fiiitli and, after it was carried against 
the New Hampshire “Confession.” ex- 
plainiag that “ground” does not mean 
rule but simply something out of which 
tilings grow; also the appropriation of 
the word “evangelical” by Slodernists. 
And the fact that Dr. Woeifkin, after 
some of his radical utterances, did not 
attend the Northern Baptist Conven¬ 
tion at Atlantic City, but spent that 
week lecturing in the University of 
Chicago, looked like a clever diplo¬ 
matic ruse to prevent the Fundamen- 
tallsti- from criticizing him in his ab¬ 
sence, Such diplomacy is n confes¬ 
sion f £ weakness. 

Two Theological Veins 

There were two vanes which showed 
the direction of the theological winds 
from Great Britain. One was the fact 
that Dr. W. E. Bloomfield. President 
of Citllege, recognized as a thor¬ 
ough-going Modernist, was put for¬ 
ward as their leader. Dr. Bloomfield 
with his winsome personalitj’, com¬ 
manding presence, strong voice, bright 
mind and pleasing delivery can he de¬ 
pended upon to speak for Modernism 
on all occasions every word that under 
the circumstances ought to he spoken. 
He could accept the resolution that 
"We confess our faith in the whole 
Chri.st in the whole Bible for the whole 
world." because he could give to “the 
whole Christ and the whole Bible" 
their moaeruistie meaning; but he em- 
phatiially rejected the resolution after 
it had been given its evangelical, ortho¬ 
dox d “finition. Yet his last word was, 
“I believe in intellectual integrity.” 

The second vane was the fact that 
Dr. I'redcrick C. Spurr was reporter 
for both “Tbe Christian World,” the 
radical modernistic religious weekly 
of Great Britain and for “The Baptist 
Times,” the organ of the British Bap¬ 
tist Union, managed completely by Dr. 
J. H. Shakespeare. Dr. Spurr has 
talent, if not genius, for writing in 
such a way as to please both Jlodevn- 
ists and Fundamentalists. He wrote, 
incognito, for several years the notes 
for ^The Christian" without offending 
the most devout believer in the verba! 
inspiration of the Bible, while at the 
.same time he was furnishing interest¬ 
ing and acceptable matter for “The 
Christian World.” 

Dr. Spurr is a strong personality 
with a warm heart and a lai’ge vccab- 
ulary, which he knows how to use witii 
consummate skill, and he has the 
“journalistic instinct,” which makes 
him popular with newspaper men. 
While in Australia he became noted 
for his modernistic utterances: and, 
when he returned to' England, he 
kept en rapport with Modernists, 
while his orthodox side was so 
fully revealed, that even Keswick in¬ 
vited him to be one of its speakei's. 
However, his view of the Bible as 
quartz that has gold in it, which we 
must get out by a process of crushing 
and eiiminaticn, did not satisfy some 
Keswick friends, who believe the whole 
Bible to be tbe Word of God, and he 
was dropped from the list of Keswick 
speakers. But it must be said that 
when Dr. Spurr spoke at Keswick, hjs 
addresses were in such hawnony with 
Keswick lines of teaching, that many 
hearers received great blessing. And 
it is reported that the Keswick discus¬ 
sion of Dr. Spurr brought him into 

such prominence that he was elected 
President of the Baptist Union of 
Great Britain by the votes of Modern¬ 
ists who liked their side of him, and 
of evangelicals who liked equally well 
their side of him. He was so evan¬ 
gelical and at the same time so mod¬ 
ernistic that everybody who did not 
care to see both sides at once voted for 
him. Such a brilliant, two-sided man 
could, of course, be depended upon to 
please both sides, if possible. So Dr. 
Spurr was selected to report for “The 
Christian World” with its out-and-out 
modernism and slight evangelical fla¬ 
vor, and for “The Baptist Times,” with 
its evangelical prestige and its present 
modernistic tendencies. So far as we 
know, both sides have been satisfied. 

The Addresses 

The address of D;. Mullins on "Bap¬ 
tists and Liberty” in the estimation of 
at least one delegate stands at the 
head. In it like a master musician be 
swept the whole gamut of evangelical 
Christianity and related its truths to 
civil and religious liberty, as held by 
Baptists. The unassuming manner, 
the simple, unadorned style lighted up 
by homely but striking illustrations, 
the sense of reality felt by all, the 
clear unstrained enunciation and the 
red-hot earnestness of a g.cx t soul, 
made impressions which will go to the 
uttermost parts of the earth, never to 
be effaced. 

Next comes the sermon of Dr. Tni- 
ett. It was commonplace Gospel truth, 
delivered with distinct enunciation, 
orderly arrangement, apt illustrations, 
evident' humility with ' childlike' de¬ 
pendence upon the Holy Spirit and 
consummate ox’atoi’y without a mark 
of elocutionary artificiality—the best 
preaching in the world. Theugh it 
was more than one hour Ionat a 
time when the people were ./earied, 
the attention of the great audience was 
held to the last wox*d, and the impres¬ 
sion tipon all. except the Modernists 
who have no taste for that sort of 
preaching, was tremendous.. 

Dr. W. y. Fullerton’s sermon on the 
noth Psalm was a powei’ful mission- 
ai’y appeal packed with rich Biblical 
exposition. It is a never-ceasing won¬ 
der that a man who believes and 
pi’eaclies evangelical truth so faith¬ 
fully should line up with Modernists 
in their efforts to send missionaries to 
Pagan lands, who ignore or deny tbe 
fundamentals of evangelical Chris¬ 
tianity. 

The address of Dr. Curtis Lee Laws 
with its clear thinking and forceful 
delivery made a deep impression upon 
all. He made it clear that the attack 
of Modernism today is not upon the 
outposts of Christianity, ns it was a 
few years ago, but upon the citadel: 
upon the Virgin birth and deity of our 
Lord, his bodily i-esurreetlon, vicari¬ 
ous death and Second Coming. 

Dr. Rushbrooke’s account of the 
philanthropic and humanitarian work 
he has been doing among the Baptists 
of Europe shows that be Is admirably 
fitted for that kind of service, though 
some of us could wish that a man of 
moi*e decided evangelical convictions 
and more independent of modernistic 
leaders might have to do with the 
founding and control of our Theologi¬ 
cal Seminaries. 

Dr. J. P. Love’s paper, which was 
read, and well read, by Dr. J. L. 
White, because of Dr. Love’s tempo¬ 
rary illness, was a strong presentation 
of cur positive obligations to evangel- 

{Continved on page S) 

“Earnestly contend for the faith”? What will you do about it? 
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Some Peculiar Liberal Ways 

(Co7}tinucd from page 0) 

Mark this paragraph: “If any man 
have not the spirit of Christ—though 
he have learning, titles, wealth, fame 
—be is none of His. And if any man 
liave the spirit of Christ—though he 
have little learning, no reputation and 
a defective theology—ha is one of His. 
If a church have not the spirit of 
Christ—it mav have music, oratory, 
architecture and a full treasury—it is 
not a Christian church. If any cliurcli 
have the spirit of Christ, though it be 
defective in architecture, in organiza¬ 
tion, in creed, in ceremony, it is a 
church of Jesus Christ our Lord." 

Of course, Dr. Faunce could not help 
malving a couple of thrusts in this 
paragraph, the one at “theology and 
the other at “creed," but as the state¬ 
ment stands, without reading into it 
any peculiar implications, all of us 
could endorse it. Later on he speaks 
truly about the need of regeneration. 
In referring to the need of Christian¬ 
izing men’s relations to one another, 
he seems to teach that the Old Testa¬ 
ment as well as Christ inculcates the 
true doctrine. , . 

From this article we also learn that 
Dr Faunce believes in “academic free¬ 
dom” in teaching In colleges and uni- 
vei’sities only so far as it suits him¬ 
self While he objects to other peo¬ 
ple drawing the line on him, he actu¬ 
ally draws the line on others, by vir¬ 
tue of his administrative position as 
president of a university. He says: 
“I have rejected many applicants for 
teaching positions because I knew that 
at heart they were cynics. I would not 
ask any teacher to sign a creed, be¬ 
cause I would not sign one myself, 
would not insist that he be a member 
of the church, since we know by sad 
experience that such membership does 
not guarantee a Christian attitude. 
But we do rightly ask that our teach¬ 
ers shall not blight the buds of spir¬ 
itual aspiration, and not teach a view 
of the world which makes it incredible 
that God should love so miserable a 
planet.” 

Thus it appears that the Uberalist 
believes iu "academic freedom” for 
himself, but lays down the law for the 
instructors under his administration. 
We agree that he has a right to use 
such power in a judicious and judicial 
way But it also seems to us to be a 
breach of good faith for a president or 
a professor connected with a Christian 
institution to undermine the doctrines 
on which it was founded, even though 
he may not utterly go over to infidelity 
or cynicism. 

Regarding the general subject of 
this thesis, we must ask. Is Dr. 
Faunce consistent with Dr. Faunce? 
Is Dr Fosdick consistent with Dr. 
Fosdick? Is Shailer Mathews con¬ 
sistent with Shailer Mathews? Are 
thev not too often trying to perform 
tbe‘ impossible feat of “running with 
the hare and holding with the hounds? 

And yet it must be said that Dr. 
Fannee’s statements regarding the 
type of Instructors be employs in his 
university are quite faulty. He sap 
he would not ask them to sqbsenbe W 
a creed, because he would not sub¬ 
scribe ^-o one himself. However, he 
does demand that they shall not be 
cynics and that they shall at least re¬ 
lieve in the love and goodness of God. 
Is not that a creed? Of course, it is 
a very meager one, but still it is a 
creed, and one to which many a ma¬ 
terialistic scientist today would re¬ 
fuse to subscribe either in writing or 
viva voce. The rationalist always has 
a hard time being consistent. He does 
not believe in creeds, yet he alwap 
has a creed, and demands adhesion to 
it whenever it suits him to do so. 

Dr Faunce also declares that he 
does not require his professors to be 
church members, because, he avers 

church membership does not always 
connote the Christian spirit. That 
surely is a compromising and damag¬ 
ing statement for the president of a 
university founded by the Christian 
church to make. It is the stock-in- 
trade of critics, the outsiders and the 
infidels, and puts a powerful club in 
their hands. It certainly helps to 
make the task of the faithful past«)r 
doubly hard, for it belongs to his office 
to will people to Christ and to the or¬ 
ganized believers. Suppose there never 
had been an organized church, how 
long would the Christian religion have 
flourished? Kow much progress would 
it have made throughout the centuries? 
How many Christian institutions, in¬ 
cluding colleges and universities, 
would have ever been established? 
How long would a university thrive 
and do effective work if it were not 
thoroughlv organized? Yes, sad as it 
is to say It, Dr. Faunce has given 
much encouragement for outsiders to 
remain stay-outers, and has laid a 
heavy burden on the hardworking pas¬ 
tors and faithful laymen of the Chris¬ 
tian church. The president of a 
Christian university ought to encour¬ 
age people to identify themselves with 
the church rather than furnish an ex¬ 
cuse for their not doing so. 

And what about professors in a 
Christian college who are not suffi¬ 
ciently settled and pronounced in their 
views to come out before the world 
and unite with some branch of the 
Christian household? Are they likely 
to be earnest in teaching views of life 
that are iu accord with the principles? 
Ask such outsiders why they do be¬ 
long to church, and you will usually 
find that they are either cryptic un¬ 
believers, or else are critics of the 
church and Christian people rather 
than devoted and sympathetic woi-kers 
for the promotion of Christianity. Dr. 
Faunce has committed a grave error, 
.and he owes It to his church to correct 
it The loyalty of a man .who. says 
such slighting things about his church 
cannot be relied on. 

A Letter from Miss Henshaw 

{Continued from page 3) 

nent in an infinite universe, who think 
of man's relation to him as deter¬ 
mined not by statutory but by cosmic 
law. who regard sin and righteousness 
alike as the working out of the fun¬ 
damental forces of life itself, the con- 
ceptiou of God as King and of man as 
a condeynned or acquitted subject is 
hut a figure of speech." (From "The 
Church and the Changing Order,” oy 
Prof. Shailer Mathews, page 16.1 

“To insist dogmatically, as on a 
priori principle, that ‘without the shed¬ 
ding of blood there is no remission of 
sin’ is both foolish and futile in an 
age which has abandoned the concep¬ 
tion of bloody sacrifice and which is 
loudly demanding the abolition of capi¬ 
tal punishment.” (From “A Guide to 
the Study of Christian Religion,” oy 
Prof. Gerald Birney Smith, page 519.) 

“It is indeed a serious thing to be 
compelled to ask whether the doctrinal 
formulations which we find in the New 
Testament are set in a world view 
which is discredited by modern sci¬ 
ence ; whether Paul radically trans¬ 
formed the gospel of Jesus into a sac- 
ramentalism which we today cannot 
accept; whether there is any histori¬ 
cal credibility to be attached to the 
4th Gospel; whether the synoptic 
Gospels misrepresent the life and char¬ 
acter of Jesus; wlictlier any such per¬ 
son as the Jesus of the Now Testa¬ 
ment ever lived at all." (From “So¬ 
cial Idealism and the Changing The¬ 
ology,” by Prof. Gerald Birney Smith, 
pages 174 ana 175.) 

There is something radically wrong 
when missionaries and Oriental stu¬ 
dents are sent to an institution of this 

kind for preparation for mission work. 
And there is something radically 
wrong on the mission field, when mis¬ 
sionaries ni*e willing to have their 
Christian j’oung men brought over from 
China, India and Japan—and Euro¬ 
pean countries, too—to go to such an 
institution and return to the mission 
field to inject the poison (or “mod¬ 
ern flavor") imbibed from the hereti¬ 
cal teaching received there into the 
minds and hearts of the young people 
who come under their teaching and 
Influence. 

In closing, I wish to say that I thank 
God for The Baptist Fundamentalist 
League and all that it stands for, and 
for the strong group of loyal pastors 
and laymen who are on our Executive 
Committee. It is a great joy and 
privilege to work with such a group 
who are unwavering in their faith, 
united in purpose, and uncompromis¬ 
ing in action. 

Sincerely yours, 
Bertha D. Henshaw, 

Eweeutive Secretary. 

Pale Affirmations vs. Vivid 

Testimony: A Matter 
of Emphasis 

{Gontiyiued from page 3) 

of sinners, and truly risen from the 
dead: and yet bold these priceless vital 
truths in such a detached and nominal 
sense as never to mention them to any¬ 
one until prodded with an interroga¬ 
tion that admits of no evasion. It is 
no explanation to say that such a man 
talks much of Jesus and His influence 
and His teachings; so do Christian 
Scientists, Unitarians and Mormons. 
The picture in his bedroom (to refer 
to the new resident mentioned above) 
is not a photograph of the Christ Jesus 
of the New Testament, but a pen 
sketch which lacks the nail prints and 
the spear gash and the halo of the 
resurrection morn—^the very constitu¬ 
ents of His beauty and His power. 

Some men and women in missionary 
schools have drunk so deep of the gos¬ 
pel and are so penetrated by the theme 
of the Bible as a whole, individual re¬ 
demption of lost sinners by the life 
blood of the Son of God—that their 
very-thought and purpose is imwitting- 
ly Inspired and controlled by it, and 
on everv suitable opportunity they 
tactfully' and Intelligently incorporate 
it in their instructions. Concerning 
these there never arises a damaging 
rumor; of them no committees are de¬ 
puted to make categorical inquiries as 
to their loyalty to the faith; by them 
the real leaders of the church of 
Christ are being disciplined and nur¬ 
tured. Theirs is the "vivid testimony” 
referred to iu the title to this article; 
t’ueir life is tuned to the Bible pitch; 
they emphasize what Christ Jesus and 
His apostles emphasized; and with a 
similar weight of emphasis, and for 
more and more of these, the Bible 
Union of China and thousands of mis¬ 
sionaries not yet formally members of 
the Bible Union are pleading with the 
home churches, and praying to the 
God of heaven.—{From The BuUetin 
of the Bible Ihiion of China.) 

A Word to Our Subscribers 
We thank the many friends for re¬ 

sponding to our appeal to send us a 
remittance for renewal of subscrip¬ 
tion. and we hope to hear from others 
before long. We are sending the Sep¬ 
tember issue to all the members of our 
large Fundamentalist family, wheth¬ 
er they have paid up or not After 
this month, if there are any who have 
not renewed their subscriptions—and 
we trust there will not be any such— 
their names will be removed from our 
mailing list, as we will take it for 
granted that they do not wish the 
paper sent to them any longer. 

Impressions of the Baptist 
World Alliance 

{Continued from page 7) 

ize the world, and a faithful warning 
against the attempts which some arc 
making to adapt Christianity to the 
different nations, instead of trusting 
the Holy Spirit as a dynamic to trans¬ 
form the people. 

What impressed me most in Dr. J. 
TI. Franklin's address was bis attempt 
to make it appear that the Baptist 
heretics of the past are the orthodox 
ones of today, leaving us to Infer that 
we need not be distressed about pres¬ 
ent-day heresies at home or abroad. 

No address stirred my own heart 
more deeply than that of Dr. L. It. 
Scarborough, emphasizing and illus¬ 
trating soul-winning as the primary 
work of individual. Church and Col¬ 
lege. 

Our Greatest Peril 

Since the meeting of the last Bap¬ 
tist World Alliance in Philadelphia 
six Baptist Theological Seminaries In 
different European countries have been 
established, and herein lies our great¬ 
est peril in the future. If these Sem¬ 
inaries are to be manned and moulded 
by those who believe in mixing mod¬ 
ernistic rationalism and evangelical 
faith, under the illusion that we must 
have in our institutions of learning 
some teachers who are up to date in 
their thinking, we as Baptists face the 
greatest peril in our history. The 
phenomenal growth of Baptists in 
Sweden. Russia, Roumania and other 
countries has been due to the fact that 
Baptist leaders in those countries have 
preached the whole Christ in the 
whole Bible, and the introduction of 
doubt ns to fundamental truths will 
soon weaken and destroy what has 
been done. God save us from that 
catastrophe 1 

Names and Addresses of Chris-^ 
tian Laymen Desired 

We would request our friends to 
send us a list of names and addresses 
of Christian laymen who should have 
the iufoiTiiation that THE FUNDA¬ 
MENTALIST is giving to our people, 
to whom we can send this present is¬ 
sue. If vou are able to send a con¬ 
tribution'to cover, or partly cover, the 
expense of sending these out, it would 
be appreciated. If you cannot send a 
cont’dbution, send us the names any¬ 
way. and the Lord will send some good 
i riond along to meet the expense. 

Correspondence 

August 12, 1923. 
Sms: I take both the "Baptist” and 

“Watchman." Have little use for the 
"Baptist,” as I could have for any 
periodical which must cater to all 
kinds of belief. The “Watchman’ is 
good: but I think I would enjoy some¬ 
thing that would speak “right out in 
meeting” and lambaste the numerous 
kinds of heretics which now infest the 
Baptist denomination. This, I judge, 
The Fundametaust does from its ad¬ 
vertisement in the “Watchman.” So 
1 am going to try it for a year and 
enclose my check for one dollar. I 
cannot understand why those who are 
loyal to Christ are so timid for fear 
of treading on the corns of heretics. As 
the son of a great Fundamentalist, the 
late George W. Eaton, D. D.. LL. D. 
(former president of Colgate Univer¬ 
sity). and a brother-in-law of the late 
George IV. Lasher, editor of the for¬ 
mer “Journal and Messenger." who 
scotched a snake when he sa^y it, i 
long for more straightforward good 
old Baptist reading, despising, as 1 do, 
these new traitors to our Church. 

Cordially, 
(Signed) W. C. Baton. 

Commodore, V. S. Navy. 

Do not lag in the fight. Subscribe for The Fundamentalist Today 
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The Betrayal of Our Faithful French Baptists by Unfaithful 
Leaders of Our American Baptist Foreign Mission Society 

By Rev. John Roach Straton, Rev. A Blocher of Paris, France, Rev. Robert Dubarry 
of Nimes, France, and Miss Bertha D. Henshaw 

It is proper to say in the beginning 
that this introduction to the comniuni- 
eations which follow from brethren 
Blocher and Dubarry of France, and 
Miss I-lensliaw, is written by the Edi¬ 
tor of TlIE FUNDAMENT.tLIST—John 
Roach Straton—and I ns.sunie all re¬ 
sponsibility for this part of this arti¬ 
cle. 

I wish to say further that I had the 
privilege during the past summer of 
being in France, at which time I 
talked with a number of French Bap¬ 
tist leaders, meeting tliein singly ami 
in groups, and also visited some of 
their fields of labor. I can speak, 
tlierefore, from first hand observation. 

I shall not here go into the French 
situation in exhaustive detail, as the 
communications from brethren Blocb- 
ev and Dubarry set forth adequately 
the heart of these unhappy difficulties. 
I assume responsibility for the head¬ 
ing of this article, and severe though 
it is, I believe the facts justify it. Our 
faithful French Baptists have been be¬ 
trayed by the responsible leaders of 
our Foreign (Mission Society, that 
hi the interest of Modernism and the 
ilcstmietive tendencies that are seek- 
inq to undermine the verv foundations 
of our filorions faith. And what has 
liai)i)encd in France, we have good rea¬ 
son to believe is happening in China. 
India and elsewhere, though strenuous 
('llort.s have been made, and are being 
nuule by the leaders of the Society to 
cover these matters up. The French 
developments are simply a concrete 
and definite illustration of the fact 
1li;it our Foreign Mission Board, as 
now constituted, and the paid leaders 
of the work, not only know that Mod¬ 
ernism and religious radicalism are 
prevalent on the foreign fields, but 
that they are conniving with it, pro¬ 
tecting it, and supporting it. and that 
tiiey even qo to the extent of 'ponaUz- 
inq faithful Baptists 'toho stiU Relieve 
■in the intcqrity and .authority of the 
Itihie and the Divine Christ ivhicli it 
enshrines. 

As one who through his whole nnn- 
isteriai life has been a devoted friend 
and an ardent advocate of our foreign 
mission cause, I make these state¬ 
ments from a sad heart, but I weigli 
niy words as I make them, and I stand 
ready to back them up by all means 
in my power. 

Prench-Speaking Baptists 

That our American Baptists may 
understand the French situation clear¬ 

ly. may I say that our French work in¬ 
cludes our Baptist interests in Switzer¬ 
land and in Belgium—as well as in 
France—that is. in all the three 
Fvench-speakiug countries of Europe. 
The Baptists of Southern France and 
Switzerland, because of geographical 
considerations, have naturally tended 
to group together, while the Baptists 
(if Nortliern France and Belgium, for 
the same considerations, have tended 
to group together. 

past summer, told me with tears in 
their eyes about that meeting. They 
told about the spleudid prospects in 
the bogiimiug of a unification and 
great enlargement of our Baptist work 
in France, Switzerland and Belgium. 
They told me of their delight when the 
American committee, headed by Dr. 
.Tames H. I'ranklin. our Foreign Secre¬ 
tary, laid before them at their first 
session suggestions and plans for the 
enlargement of the workj and espe- 

Northern Baptists, What Will You Do About It? 
What Northern Baptist can read the disclosures made in 

this issue of THE FUNDAMENTALIST by Brethern Straton, 
Blocher and Dubarry and Miss Henshaw, and say that im= 
mediate and decisive action should not be taken to rid oar 
beloved denomination of unfaithful, radical secretaries, 

preachers and teachers? Hear what Paul says to the Qala» 
tians with reference to those who preach not the true Gospel 

of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ: 

“1 marvel that ye are so soon removed from Him that called 
you Into the grace of Christ unto another Gospel; which is not 
another, but there be some that trouble you and would pervert 
the Gospel of Christ. But though we, or an angel from heaven, 
preach any other Gospel unto you than that which we have 
preached unto you, let him be accursed. ” And then he repeats; 
“If any man preach any ather Gospel unto you than that ye have 

received, let him be accursed.” 

These are strong words, but they show that it is no trifling 
matter in the sight of Qod lor radical preachers and teachers 
to so twist and torn the plain teaching of Scripture and to put 
such false interpretation upon that which is so unmistakable 
in its meaning that it practically amounts to the preaching 

and teaching of “another Qospel.” 

It was desirable, however, that all 
the Baptist interests of those three 
countries should be unified under one 
leadei'ship, and so the pi’actleal steps 
which the French brethren refer to in 
their communications were taken look¬ 
ing to that end. As the French breth¬ 
ren make plain, however, when it 
came to the question of the establish¬ 
ment of a Baptist theological seminary 
for the training of preachers and mis- 
.sionaries for these three great coun¬ 
tries, the issue naturally arose as to 
what the teaching in the new seminary 
was to be. The French brethren, who 
related the circumstances to me the 

dally for the founding of the sem¬ 
inary. Then they told me how the dis¬ 
cussion finally headed up in the ques¬ 
tion of what was to be taught in the 
seminary- The faithful believers in 
their ranks, led by such men as Broth¬ 
er Blocher and Brother Dubarry, said 
that it was their desire and expecta¬ 
tion that the old Baptist faith should 
be taught and only that. All that 
they wanted was to stand on the open 
Bible as truly the Word of God and 
our only and sufficient rule of faith 
and practice. The other side, how¬ 
ever, whose real leaders are a gradu¬ 
ate of a radical French seminary, and 

his son, who is a graduate of our own 
Rochester Seminary, and others, w'ho 
have departed from the true faith, 
took the position that they must in¬ 
sist that the “new learning” and the 
critical treatment of the Bible—in 
other words. Modernism and the “new 
theology”—must be admitted into the 
proposed school. 

Thus the meeting divided into two 
groups who could not come to an 
agreement. Then the American com¬ 
mittee. with Dr. Franklin as spokes¬ 
man, came before them, and the French 
brethren stated the difficulties that 
bad arisen and that they had come to 
an impasse. They stated to them that 
all desired to know what the attitude 
and advice of the American brethren 
would be. Dr. Franklin then ex¬ 
pressed on behalf of the American 
committee their feelings about the 
matter, and the substance of it was 
that the American Society would be 
neutral, and would, recognize and sup¬ 
port both sorts of teaching in the pro¬ 
posed seminary. When this announce¬ 
ment was made, the modernistic-lib¬ 
eral-radical side vigorously applauded, 
but tbe conservative, faithful, true 
Baptist believers on the other side sat 
in surprised and grieved silence. Then 
as our French brethren in their com¬ 
munications make plain, later, for 
conscience’ sake, they had to sever 
their connection both with the French 
Baptist Union and the American Bap¬ 
tist Foreign IMission Society. And as 
an American Baptist and an ardent 
advocate of foreign missions. I. for 
one, say that they did exactly right. 
Thank God that in tbe Old World, at 
least, thei-e is still enough of the spirit 
of apostolic Christianity to suffer for 
the Truth’s sake, and to refuse to fel¬ 
lowship with known heresy and ruin¬ 
ous unbelief, even though it means 
starvation! 

And that is what it might have 
meant for some of these faithful 
French Baptists, for because of the 
stand w'bich they took for conscience’ 
sake the financial support which the 
American Baptist Foreign Mission So¬ 
ciety had been giving to several of 
these important fields was summarily 
cut off. The Society did contlmie to 
help some in the case of one or two 
fields, where the workers had reached 
great age, and were quite infirm, hut 
the money from the other fields was 
cut off without sufficient notice to save 
them from suffering and to prevent 
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real injury to the work. Brother Du- 
barry told me bow, though they ha'd 
had to separate from their former col¬ 
leagues for conscience’ sake, he had 
pointed out to Dr. Frauklln that it 
would he a real injustice and a real 
Injury to the cause if the support of 
the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society was withdrawn before they 
had had time and opportunity to ar¬ 
range for help from other sources. 
But m the face of all this the support 
loas cut off. And for nearly a year 
now. those faithful French Baptists 
have had to struggle along, and. of 
necessity, have suffered, and have had 
to curtail their work because of the 
sudden withdrawal of financial sup¬ 
port. These brethren told me how 
some of the preachers had not been 
able even to buy shoes during the year. 
I had the joyful privilege personally 
of leaving with them some money— 
all that I was possibly able to give 
them—with the instructions that they 
were to divide it up and use It in the 
cases of greatest personal need. And 
the letters I have received telling me 
about what was done with that money 
are touching in the extreme. 

I have talked with Dr. Lewis (one 
of Dr. Franklin’s chief lieutenants in 
Europe), and his statement of the 
French situation, while it was designed 
to soften the facts, really did not alter 
the conclusions and convictions that I 
had reached throu.gh talking with the 
French brethren. The facts are there, 
and we may dress them up in any way 
that we desire, but back behind the 
plausible excuses, and under the fancy 
covering of "expediency.” "uniformity 
in the work,” etc., is the cold truth 
that the real believers among the 
leaders of our French Baptists, who 
dared to stand lovingl3L and yet firmly 
for the authority of the Bible and the 
other great fundamental truths of 
Baptists, were penalized for their fi- 
delitjL After ail of the discussio}i.s 
and explanations are over, the condi¬ 
tion under which they could have had 
the continued support of the Society 
was williiwness on their part to how 
their heads to the voice of ifodernism 
to stultify their consciences hy fcllotv- 
shippinp U'lth ttnhelicf, and to hetray 
the cause oitnisied to them hy the 
great Head of the Church, hy strilcimj 
hands and standing together tcifh those 
tPho were denying the faith once for 
all delivered to the saints. Instead of 
being rewarded for their fidelity, they 

were rejected. Instead of being suc¬ 
cored, they were starved! 

I confess that what I found in 
France moved me with profound sor¬ 
row. and stirred me to the deepest 
depths of iny being, because It proved 
beyond a shadow of a doubt that the 
leadership of our beloved deuoniina- 
tlon. so far as the foreign mission in¬ 
terests are concerned, is in the hands 
of Modernists, just as the leadership 
of our educational forces in the home¬ 
land is in the hands of Modernists. 

And the time has come when the 
great mas.s of Northern Baptists should 
i)e given the truth, at any cost and all 
hazards. The masses of Northern 
Baptists should open their eyes and 
their minds and their hearts to re¬ 
ceive the truth of couditions as they 
are. and tbeu they should arise as one 
man. and in the name of the Heavenly 
Father, who gave us our Bibles, and 
the Divine Christ, who shed His blood 
to save us from our sins, they should 
repudiate and reject forever these rad¬ 
ical leaders in both the educational 
and missionary ranks, and if they do 
not. then our Baptist cause is lost for¬ 
ever. so far as the Northland and the 
missions of Northern Baptists ore 
concerned. 

I am not charging, nor do T believe, 
that all of our missionaries are un¬ 
sound. or that even a ma.iority of them 
at this time are unsound, but I do hold 
that facts which have been given prove 
that the controlling and determining 
leadership is in the hands of Modern¬ 
ists and radicals, and it is but a mat¬ 
ter of time until the faithful mission¬ 
aries everywhere are worn down into 
submission—as was tried in France— 
and are finally replaced, year by year, 
by other teachers and workers on the 
foreign fields, until Modernism—that 
is to say, radicalism and settled un¬ 
belief in the great Baptist fundamen¬ 
tals—will he triumphant ever.vwhere. 
God save us from such a day! And 
may Northern Baptists arise now and 
with a resolute purpose, unshakable 
faith, and dauntless courage, defeat 
these evil agencies before it is too 
late! 

I repeat here, in closing, what 1 
said In another article a little while 
ago, and that is that it is impossible 
to imagine our Foreign Missionary So¬ 
ciety doing such things as have been 
done by it recently under the leader¬ 
ship of Dr. A. J. Gordon or Dr. Harry 

Mabie. We know what their policies 
and positions would have been on 
these matters if either Dr. Gordon or 
Dr. Mabie hncl been at the head of 
such a committee as that which went 
to France, when the issue between be¬ 
lief and unbelief, a whole Bible and a 
mutilated Bible, a full Christ or a 
whittled-down Christ, was preseuted 
to them. We know that either one of 
those great men would have said, 
"Brethren, we are greatly pained by 
this division, but we are Baptists, and 
we are believers in the whole faith of 
our fathers, and since the issue is 
raised, we will say that we will cast in 
our lot with the true believers here in 
France. We will not take the money 
of our constituents In America and 
use it to support unbelief and the re¬ 
jection of the old faith. We will 
stand with you faithful brethren who 
believe the Word and practice it un¬ 
der the guidance of God’s Holy 
Spirit!” 

And if such a position had been 
taken by Dr. Franklin and those with 
him. the result would have been unify 
in France, for the opposition of radi¬ 
calism xconld have soon worn out, and 
all of our Baptist interests in France 
Switzerland and Belgium would have 
been saved to our cause. 

I need only add that the testimony 
which follows now from Brethren 
Blocher and Duharry cannot be dis¬ 
counted by insinuations against either 
the integrity or the sound judgment of 
these brethren and those who are with 
them, as has been attempted in the 
case of Brother and Sister Laraway, 
Miss Henshaw. and others of us who 
have made a faithful and humble ef¬ 
fort to turn the light on conditions as 
they really are, and to tear the mask 
from the ugly face of Modernism. 
Brother Blocher is a son-in-law of the 
beloved Dr. Reubens Sailleus. He is 
pastor of the Paris Tabernacle, and is 
a man of unimpeachable character and 
of the greatest ability. Brother Du- 
barry is pastor of our Baptist cliurch 
at Niines. France, and bis ability and 
character, and the esteem in which he 
is held by those who know him, is 
proved by the fact that he was sent 
as representative of the Baptists of 
Switzerland, Belgium and France to 
the International Conference in Lon¬ 
don a little while ago, which was the 
forerunner of the recent Baptist 
World Alliance. Brother Duharry was 

tendered, and was urged to accept, the 
position of Secretary for all of the 
French-speaking Baptist work by our 
Foreign Mission Board before these 
recent troubles came up, and recently 
he has been elected as chairman of 
the provisional executive committee of 
tlie new ovaugelical Baptist organiza¬ 
tion which is being formed. I would 
point out further that every statement 
Miss Henshaw made to us in advance 
about couditions in France has been 
verified by what I found there, and by 
what brethren Blocher and Duharry 
have written. Since she has proved 
most accurate in her statements about 
the French situation, we may readily 
believe that she has told us only the 
true facts about conditions in (T^hina. 
and elsewhere on the foreign fields, as 
reflected in the letters in the flies of 
the Foreign Mission Society, which the 
leaders are hiding from our denomina¬ 
tion. The very weakness of the recent 
letter which the leaders of the Foreign 
Mission Society have sent out is a suf¬ 
ficient indictment of them! 

I present first the letter from Broth¬ 
er Blocher, as it comes first chronologi¬ 
cally iu this unfortunate and un¬ 
happy chapter in the history of our 
French Baptist work. Brother Dn- 
harry's letter follows as a uatiiral and 
logical climax, and both letters speak 
for themselves. 'J'hen comes a closing 
word from Miss Henshaw. 

The Editor of The Fundamentalist 
asks a thoughtful and prayerful read¬ 
ing of these matters by all who love 
our Lord in sincerity, and who are 
faithful to His Word, and he exi)resse.s 
the earnest hope that many readers 
will be moved to send a contribution 
for the immediate relief of our Bap¬ 
tist cause in- France. The Fun'da- 
MENTALisT will gladly forward to 
these brethren any contributions 
which are sent in for that purpose. 
Slany thousands of dollars are Im¬ 
mediately and urgently needed, as 
Brother Blocher and bis faithful 
church are engaged in a huildiug en¬ 
terprise made necessary by their sepa¬ 
ration from their former sources of 
help. The Fundamentalist will di¬ 
vide any undesignated funds sent in, 
between the work of Brother Blocher 
and that represented by Brother Du- 
harry and his group, on an equitable 
basis, according to the needs of the 
several fields. The letters from these 
two brethren follow. 

How I Left the French-Speaking Baptist Union and the 

American Baptist Foreign Mission Society 
By Rev. A. Blocher 

Dear Db. Straton : 
I am very grateful to you for your 

kind interest in our work. According 
to your request, I will now put into 
writing the reasons for our separation 
from the French Baptist Union, 
through which we were severed from 
the A.B.F.M.S. 

Though it is painful to speak of 
brethren who have departed from the 
simplicity of the faith. It is still more 
painful to see true believers deluded 
into a tolerance of error which ends 
in the strengthening of its supporters 
and in the isolation and suffering of 
those who stand for God’s Word. 

It was in July, 1920. that our French 
work went through its hour of trial 
of faith. We had just emerged from 
the war, and felt somewhat like Noah 
when he came out of the ark. A deluge 
of Are and destruction had swept over 
our land, but we were spared to live In 
the new era. 

Our dear American friends who had 

been so kind during the war, were 
deeply desirous to help us in a for¬ 
ward movement. A conference of 
French Baptist delegates had been 
convened in Paris to meet Dr. J. H. 
Franklin, Foreign Secretary of the 
American Baptist Foreign Rlission So¬ 
ciety ; Dr. E. Hunt, President of the 
Northern Baptist Convention, and Dr. 
Charles Brooks, Commissioner for 
Europe. 

The purpose of this meeting was to 
discuss the ways and means how best 
to enlarge the work. The hopes of all 
ran high. 

On July 26 the conference began. It 
was held in our previous chapel, 
which belongs to the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society. 

In the morning session Dr. Franklin 
laid before us a general plan of ex¬ 
tension. The field workers were left 
to discuss it between themselves in the 
afternoon, and the results were to be 
brought before the evening meeting in 

which our American visitors were to 
join us again. 

It ^fas in the afternoon session that 
for the first time in the Iiistory of the 
French work we were clearly faced 
with the modern theological evil. The 
main question under debate was the 
creation of a school of theology, or 
seminary. As we had none, this was 
our great need. As long as we dis¬ 
cussed the secondary points in con¬ 
nection with this proposition all went 
fairly smoothly. Suddenly, however, 
one of the delegates rose and asked 
what kind of teaching would be given, 
and would the book of Jonah, for in¬ 
stance, be treated as a mere parable. 
TFc knew that Modernistic tendencies 
existed among us, but not to what 
eistent. Xow was the testing time, 
what the coming generation of preach¬ 
ers was to be toould depend on their 
training. The future of the mission 
was involved in that afternoon’s dis¬ 
cussion, Would a whole Bible be the 

text-book or a dismembered one? If 
not a whole Bible, then it would not 
be a whole Christ, but a diminished 
and mutilated one. 

For hours the opinions clashed. 
Finally the matter was referred to 
the standing committee. Between the 
afternoon and the evening meeting, 
one of our oppouents, vice-president 
of the French Baptist Northern Fed¬ 
eration, came to see me and most in¬ 
sistently demanded that I should bring 
this question that evening before our 
American visitors. 

Evidently everything depended on 
their advice. They represented the So¬ 
ciety which had alwaj’s supported our 
work. We had obligations towards it 
which could never be repaid, and we 
needed its support more than ever. 
Should they disapprove of anti-Bihli- 
cal Modernism in the propn.scd Sem¬ 
inary then the cause of fidelity would 
be safe but, if not, then. Modernism 
would gain the upper hand, 
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lu the evening meeting, therefore, I 
put the case before the gathering. It 
\vas a solemn hour. In breathless sil¬ 
ence all waited for our dear visitors’ 
words. Hoio our hearts yearned to 
hear from these much honored friends 
of our churches strong words in favor 
of the Book of Ood. But, alas! they 
only exhorted us to luuiual forbear- 
tincc, tv the burying of "minor differ¬ 
ences" and to brotheriy love. Yet we 
knew in our hearts that the case in 
point was not one where brotherly 
love was lacking, nor was it one of 
"niinor diiTercuces,” but one where the 
future of the Lord's work was at 
stake, and our faithfubicss to His rev- 
rlnfion. 

The sleepless night which followed 
was one which I shall never forget. 
God’s Spirit fought out with me the 
real basis of Christian co-operation, 
and I decided that in future I would 
only labor in the Gospel with those 
who believe in all the Scriptures. The 
next morning I sent notice of iny resig¬ 
nation from the committee of the 
French Baptist Union to Dr. Franklin. 

Many of our French brethren, 
though personally sound, highly dis¬ 

approved of such so-called “narrow¬ 
ness.” They considered that as long 
as they were the numerical majority 
(and how delusive that is!) they 
could afford the risk of leaving ilod- 
ernism to leaven our mission. 

It was extremely painful to have to 
stand alone, but I realized that truth 
is not a personal property which we 
are free to barter, but a trust. Faith¬ 
fulness spells separation from error 
and not co-nperation with it. Toler¬ 
ance of Modernism in the ranks of the 
soldiers of the cross is treason, which 
means sooner or later eternal ruin for 
dying souls. Some of the very breth¬ 
ren who felt so sure about controlling 
the dangerous movement were forcibly 
brought to see their illusion at the 
next French Baptist annual meet¬ 
ing. when the ballot went against 
them, and when they had to leave the 
French Baptist Union in their turn. 

But let me return to my own separa¬ 
tion. It was a great joy to me that 
my church at its next meeting decided 
unanimously to leave the French Bap¬ 
tist UJiion. It was a step of faith, 
and it meant heavy financial loss, es¬ 
pecially because we should have to 

face alone and In deep poverty the 
high cost of erecting a new place of 
worship. Yet we felt that we icould 
not he alone having the. Lord by our 
side on the lonely road of faith. 

God has been wonderfully faithful. 
He has raised up helpers from the 
most unexpected quarters. Again and 
again we have witnessed the working 
of miracles. In 1922 we moved our 
services to our present address, 167 
rue Belllai'd, where we purchased a 
small house and a good building site. 
This has been made possible, thanks 
to the extraordinary spirit of sacrifice 
of our people. Our hall unfortunately 
is quite inadequate for our needs, as 
it only seats 120 people. But two 
months ago we laid the foundations of 
our new chapel, to be called the Paris 
Tabernacle and now the walls are ris¬ 
ing. We have in hand 100,000 francs. 
That is nearly three-fifths of the cost 
of the basement The total cost of 
the whole structure will be $40,000 to 
$50,000 more. We would not feel jus¬ 
tified in constructing more than the 
basement should the Lord not provide 
at least two-thirds of the amount yet 
lacking. We do not deem it wise or 

Scriptural to run into debt. Yet we 
would greatly regret to be compelled 
to roof over tbe basement and stop the 
work. It would mean so much more 
useless expenditure. We cry to God 
to remember our need and touch the 
hearts of some of His saints who want 
His Word to be faithfully proclaimed. 

Our present work is in a totally new 
district, the most populous one of 
Paris, with many cinemas and no 
means of grace. We are the only Prot¬ 
estant chapel for 200,000 souls! 

The Lord has wonderfully raised up 
workers in our small church. Hine of 
our young people are in training for 
Christian service. We trust that the 
one who has thrust them into the field 
will also touch hearts to provide the 
means for their activity. 

France is slowly turning away from 
agnosticism. Since the war there is 
a marked spiritual change. Shall 
Rome be left to reap the fruits? or 
shall the true Gospel of the cross be 
brought to these who are groping after 
God? 

Believe me, dear Dr. Straton, grate¬ 
fully yours in the service of the Gos¬ 
pel. A. Bloches. 

Separation from Unbelief or Surrender of the Faith 
By Rev. Robert Dubarry 

My dear Dr. Straton: 

I am writing on behalf of an asso¬ 
ciation of French-speaking Baptist 
churches which have lost the support 
of the American Baptist Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society for the following reasons: 

For over a generation geographical, 
historical and tactical motives had led 
to the parallel working in our lands 
of two Baptist organizations—a north¬ 
ern Franco-Belgian and a southern 
Franco-Swiss Association. Tbe coming 
of a younger genei’ation, the new prob¬ 
lems raised by tbe war, and various 
practical reasons prepared, on all 
sides, a sincere welcome to the pro¬ 
posals of the Board of the American 
Baptist Foreign Slission Society for 
the unification of their French-speak¬ 
ing missionary work. However, the 
representatives of the Franco-Swiss 
Association made it very plain that 
they could not entertain the thought 
of co-operating with tbe future organi¬ 
zation, unles.s it were definitely un¬ 
derstood that it would be led along the 
lines of the old orthodox Baptist faith. 
But it was soou found that there were 
reasons for watching a group of enter¬ 
prising brethren, who were visibly 
bent towards a “broadening” of the 
denomination along unsafe doctrinal 
lines. A full and fair opportunity was 
given to the new organization to as¬ 
certain that danger and react against 
it. But perception and reaction were 
weak enough to embolden tbe influ¬ 
ences we feared. As soon as we per¬ 
ceived that co-operation in an atmos¬ 
phere from which unsound new theol¬ 
ogy could not be banished, would mean 
paralyzing compromise and prospects 
of internal conflicts of methods and 
influence, a number of our churches 
felt led not to go further with the ex¬ 
periment, and left quietly the general 
body, with a view to organizing them¬ 
selves in a new association, on a doc¬ 
trinal basis of a safe, conservative 
type. 

This unavoidable step greatly disap¬ 
pointed the Board of the American 
Baptist Foreign Mission Society, who 
had planned to enlarge substantially 
their unified work. Their representa¬ 
tives did their best to bring both sec¬ 
tions back together, taking various 
practical steps to dispel the fears of 
conservatives. Thus was secured the 
elimination from official leadership of 
tbe brethren whose tendencies bad 
been most objected to, and the calling 
to responsible positions of others, of a 

well-known evangelical type. We could 
not, however, shut our eyes to the fact 
that those brethren, whose views and 
methods we could not con.sclentlously 
accept, iccre heut on continuing to ex¬ 
ert unofficially, from behind the 
scenes, a pervasive influence on the 
Orientation and management of the 
missionary work. We could not but 
realize that the preference of certain 
conservatives to remain with their 
“broader” friends instead of coming 
with us, meant that they did not see 
the urgency of our reaction against 
dangerous tendencies, and we there¬ 
fore felt that our ?-eti/ni to the gen¬ 
eral body 1001(1(1 mean for us a sut'- 
render of our contention for things we 
consider crucial in our precious Bap¬ 
tist faith. 

Our intimate knowledge of condi¬ 
tions in French-speaking Baptist lands 
had made us painfully conscious that 
we were the only organization which, 
as a body, was able and determined 
to react against certain of the most 
subtle and dangerous inroads of new 
theology, and its 7'esulting worldly 
methods. This sense of our pi'ivilage 
and responsibility, and the certitude 
that we would waste our time and 
strength and impair our peace of mind 
in trying to stop, from the inside, the 
nascent but irresistible wave of dan¬ 
ger menacing the unified body, pre¬ 
vented us from turning back. 

This Nvas the more painful for us as 
we had not personal grievance whatever 
with the brethren from whom we bad 
regretfully separated, all of whom be¬ 
ing deservedly held as sincere Chris¬ 
tian men, and none of whom having 
ever advocated what are usually con¬ 
sidered as the most extx*eme views. 
But the attitude of a number of these 
brethren on the capital question of the 
infaUihlo authority of the Bible in all 
the matters it deals with could be 
fairly determined by their action. 
Thus, many of them declare their be¬ 
lief in a sccoJid cha7ice of salvatiOTi 
after death, being either universulists, 
or conditionalists who sb’ongly deny 
the ini7no7'tality of the .soul. Certain 
of them do 7iot admit the historical 
reality of such Bible stories as that of 
Jonah. A lai-ge number of them give 
their chief effort to the foster'ing of 
social Chi'istianity, end far more ccr- 
nestly favor the spread of Dr. Rausch- 
etibusch's and Dr. Fo$d.ick's works 
than the immortal messages of grace 
of other Baptists of the Banyan or 

Spurgeo7i type. All of them have hith¬ 
erto choscii to maintain the official 
and intimate co-opei-ation of their 
body with a general Fy-ench federa¬ 
tion, lohich inohtdes Unitarians, and 
u'hicli has in its prograin co-operation 
in 7'cUgious activities, prayer 77iectings 
and communion services where affil¬ 
iated Baptists and those who boldly 
deny the final authority of the Bible, 
the deity of Jesus Christ and Eis 
blood bought redcmptioii are expected 
to loitness together. Finally, very few 
of the brethren we have had to leave 
are known to have ever effectively re¬ 
acted against the dangerous present 
drift of Protestantism, or to have 
taken active steps to strengthen the 
hands of those of us who were wear¬ 
ing ourselves out in trying to protect 
the denomination against the subtle 
or open inroads of new and revolution¬ 
ary radical tendencies. Without deny¬ 
ing that most of the brethren we had 
the regret of separating from, may be¬ 
lieve aright, we are utterly at variance 
with what they do. Co-ope>'ation e»- 
tails not only a coinmunity of faith, 
but a imity of action. That we could 
not secure with tbe present generation, 
and it made our separate walk un¬ 
avoidable. 

To make a very long story short, we 
have been led to add as a corollary to I our exit from the general French Bap¬ 
tist organization the painful duty of 
ceasing our hitherto most pleasant co¬ 
operation with tbe American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society, whose recent 
concern for fostering cn impossible or¬ 
ganic unity in French-speaking lands 
has seemed, to us greater than its con¬ 
cern to eyicoiirage us in our vital and 
difficult reaction against lohat we 
claim4id to be very dangci'ous tenden¬ 
cies. To have reinained conneefed 
with the Society would have meant 
for us a tacit appi’oval of its policy, 
and ivould have led her to conthiue in 
her embarrassing attempts to per¬ 
suade us to accept a compromise in 
returning to a fold whet-e loe would 
have bseii prevented from taking the 
Christian atiiiude we ought to have 
towai'ds what wc consider to be per¬ 
nicious heresy. The position and ac¬ 
tion of the Society are therefore 
wholly responsible for the fact that 
since the begiitiiing of the present year 
we have had altogether to do iviihout 
our former appropi'iativns from the 
Boai'd. 

Certain high motives have led our 
people to delay hitherto their appeals 
for aid; but the time seems to have 
come for us to attempt to draw the 
atteution of those in America who feel 
the same concern as we do for the 
safeguarding of pure doctrine. This 
we are doing chiefly because of the 
wide open door of usefulness we have 
before us, and which we could enter 
with exceptional efficiency if the fine 
working power of our churches were 
utilized to its maximum with the help 
of an enlarged staff and of better 
equipment. French - speaking lands 
have been, especially since the war, 
selected with great wisdom as fields of 
unparalleled promise by other denomi¬ 
nations, whose big enterprises have 
thrown into tbe shade the miserably 
equipped and distressingly under- 
manu’ed stations of Baptists, which 
because of their better methods have 
nevertheless always proved to be com- 
parativey the most successful. We 
may add that all our stations are lo¬ 
cated in incomparable strategic points, 
that there is generally a fine, aggres¬ 
sive spirit in the churches, and that 
their staff is composed of experienced, 
gifted, spiritual, disinterested men. 
The present opportunity is unique for 
a much deeper aud greatly enlarged 
Baptist effort, and the bright outlook 
for the near future of France makes 
it one of tbe very best and most prom¬ 
ising Baptist grounds for investment 
in the world. 

The writer, who has been called to 
act as Chairman of the provisional 
executive committee of fhe new evan¬ 
gelical Baptist organization, has been 
asked by his French-speaking breth¬ 
ren to pay his third visit to tbe United 
States, this time with the purpose of 
entering into relationship with those 
who might feel led to help such a 
cause as that described above. He 
plans to spend a good part of the win¬ 
ter in America. Is it too much to ask 
that a future issue of The Funda¬ 
mentalist may insert for its readers 
some more particulars regarding the 
detailed program of that visit, and 
that correspondence and advice should 
be addressed to the writer in the care 
(if the Editor? 

With sincere regards and thanks. I 

Mill, dear Dr. Straton, 

- YuU'.’s iu the glorious faith, 

R ODEUT D U DABRY. 
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What I Know of the Baptist Situation in France 
By Bertha D. Henshaw 

During my term of service with the 
Auiericau Baptist Foreign Mission So¬ 
ciety for nearly three years, I became 
quite familiar with the entire situa¬ 
tion ill France and the conditions 
which have given our “Fundamental¬ 
ist” brethren there such concern and 
anguish of heart. And I, too, shared 
with them in their distress. My heart 
went out to them in the deepest and 
fullest sympathy, as I realized, as they 
did not fully realize at the time, that 
their appeals and pleading in lengthy 
and frequent letters were for the most 
part in vain, as my observations led 
me to believe that it was the policy 
of the Foreign Mission Board to carry 
on the work along "broad”, "progres¬ 
sive”, "modern” lines, which very 
things were causing our friends so 
much distress. 

The memorable conference with 
American delegates held in July, 1920, 
to which Pastor Blocher refers iu his 
statement, took place just after 1 had 
taken up inv work with the Foreign 
Mission Society. Of course, I did not 
know at that time about the situation 
in France, neither could I understand 
fully what was taking place there 
through the correspondence that 
came into the rooms from that 
country. But one letter which came 
under my observation at that time 
made a deep impression on me. It was 
from Brother Blocher, and written the 
day after the sleepless night men¬ 
tioned in his statement appearing in 
this number of The Fundamentalist. 

It was short. He did not go into 
lengthy explanations or details. He 
just stated that after a night of 
prayer, when (to use his own words) 
“God’s Spirit fought out with me the 
real basis of Christian co-operation”, 
he decided before the dawn broke that 
he would “only labor iu the Gospel 
with those who believe in all the 
Scriptures.” He spoke of the peace 
and satisfaction which filled his heart 
after that decision, although he real¬ 
ized that it meant severance of con¬ 
nections with the Baptist Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society and the cutting off of all 
appropriations. I remember what a 
real sense of joy and satisfaction filled 
my own heart because of the stand 
Brother Blocher had taken, and I 
prayed earnestly for him, that he 
might stand true and firm, and that 
the Lord would supply all his needs. 

Some of the other churches did not 
feel clear about taking such a step as 
Brother Blocher had taken at that 
time. Not realizing just wh re the 
sympathies of representatives of the 
Foreign Mission Board reaUy lay— 
and they are not the only ones who 
have been blinded in this matter for 
ygjirs—they felt that by remaining in 
the Union they might be able to con¬ 
trol the dangerous movement. But 
they soon found out their mistake as 
they realized that the broad modern¬ 
ist dement, although in the minority, 
were really in control of the Union. 

I will say that I believe that the 
Foreign Secretaries and other repre¬ 
sentatives of the Board tvicd to he 
impartial and fair to our Fundamen¬ 

talist French brethren as Car as “Lib¬ 
erals” can be fair and Impaitial to 
“Fundamentalists”—at least up to last 
November, when they were notified 
that their appropriations would be cut 
off at the end of the year, and that, to 
niy mind, was most unfair and unjust. 
In the year 1922, when one representa¬ 
tive of the Foreign Mission Sotiiety in 
France failed to bring about the de¬ 
sired Imrmony and unification between 
the Modernists and Fundamentalists, 
another wms appointed whom it was 
thought w’ould show' absolute faiimess 
and impartiality towmrd both sides—a 
man of “tact”, "good judgment”, “com¬ 
mon sense”, and all that. Although 
he did not at first show his sympathy 
w'ith the broad %vlng so opcnlu as did 
the former representative, yet my ob¬ 
servations led me to understand tpiite 
clearly where he stood and w’lere his 
sympathies lay, and that representa¬ 
tives of the Board here in New’ York 
City were one with him. I often 
thought hcv/ hopeless was the case of 
our French brethren as things stood, 
in their efforts to contend so eurnestly 
for the faith w’hich w’as so pre-dous to 
them, as, on the strength of promises 
and assurances made to them, they 
patiently w'alted on, with Moilernists 
at the very head and in <'ontrol of the 
Baptist work, hoping agaiust hope that 
their good friend. Dr. Franklin, would 
soon understand the situation as they 
did, as they thought it had I'robnbly 
beou misrepresented to him by vhose in 
office in France, and conditions would 
be changed. 

Then w’heu it seemed as if thi*y could 
not go on any longer under those un¬ 
bearable conditions, Brother Dubarry, 
iu May of last year, hinted to Dr. 
Franklin, w’ho was planning to visit 
France that fail, that the only solu¬ 
tion to the difficulties might be for 
them to organize outside uf the Ameri¬ 
can Baptist Foreign Mission Society, 
and suggested that in order to prevent 
unhurried and unfortunate arrange¬ 
ments, he consider beCorohaod such a 
solution and plans for the time and 
terms of a transfer to some other So¬ 
ciety. But Dr. Franklin and the 
Board would not hear of such a trans¬ 
fer and insisted that Brother Dubarry 
and his group postpone separation 
from the Foreign Mission Society un¬ 
til Dr. W. O. Lewis, the new' repre¬ 
sentative of the Board for France, 
W’ho was to take up his work in that 
country in August, would havo oppor¬ 
tunity to look into the situation and 
give his advice based on knowledge c 
the facts, and Brother Dubarry w’as 
assured that if they did flvdUy feel 
led to unite with another oryanization, 
sufficient time vwild he given, after 
such a decision had been reached, for 
them to secure siipport from others. 
In a letter sent by Brotlier Dubarry 
to his group of churches, he told them 
that after much reflection and prayer 
he felt that he could net refuse that 
“mark of fraternal respect” asked of 
them, and he advised the churches to 
w’ait until Dr. Lewis could confer with 
them to settle definitely their relation 
to the New York Board. 

The coming of Dr. Lew’is w’as 
aw’aited with anticipation and hope— 
though ever growing fainter—that a 
better day might daw’n for them w’ith 
his coming. But again they were dis¬ 
appointed. With each conference and 
each discussion the hopelessness of 
their appeal was more and more ap¬ 
parent. 

In October of 1922, while w'aiting 
for further developments, and praying 
earnestly for light and guidance, 
Brother Dubarry wrote to one of our 
Fundamentalist leaders in America, 
from w’hom he v/as confident of sym¬ 
pathy and helpful advice, stating quite 
briefly the situation and explaining 
that they had not yet finally decided 
to sever connections w’ith our Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society, but w’hlle 
waiting out of consideration for their 
American friends for any new devel¬ 
opment that might come, they felt that 
it was wise to study without further 
delay what steps should be taken for 
the future support of their work in the 
probable event of secession. 

This letter was written in the fair¬ 
est and kindest spirit toward the For¬ 
eign ^fission Board and its representa¬ 
tives, and hv» barely touched on the 
real facts of the situation. Moreover, 
the letter was written confidentialiy 
to safeguard his statements becoming 
known regarding conditions in France 
and thus causing embarrassment to 
his American friends of the Foreign 
Mission Society—and all through this 
sad experience I observed that most 
commendable spirit on the part of our 
Pr’ench brethren, even though, in with¬ 
holding the truth and the real facts, it 
increased and prolonged their own siif- 
fex'ing and distress. 

But in spite of these efforts to he 
fair and kind, about the middle of No¬ 
vember, 1922, without any previous 
notice or warning of such unjust and 
unfair procedure, the Foreign Mission 
Board’s representative in France de¬ 
cided that the appropriations for our 
Fundamentalist brethren should cease 
by the end of the year, and when he 
communicated this advice to the So¬ 
ciety’s headquai’ters, the Board stood 
with him in the matter’. 

I mention this letter, as it leaked 
out that it had been written, and when 
it finally became known to the Foreign 
Mission Secretary, because of insis¬ 
tence that a copy should be sent to the 
Society's headquarters. Brother Du- 
barry felt compelled to comply with 
that request. Perhaps, among his 
sympathetic friends, I only have 
known of the increased suffering as a 
result of that perfectly proper and 
justifiable procedure in sending a per¬ 
sonal. private letter to a friend who 
would understand and sympathize, as 
none of the Foreign Mission Society 
representatives did, on the part of 
Brother Dubarry. 

It may be that Brother Dubarry 
would not wish me to mention this 
matter, but I believe that he will for¬ 
give me for so doing. Because of 
statements and explanations of the 
French situation, which I know to 

have been made to certain persons in 
America, which, to say the least, I 
have felt wore not right or fair to our 
French brethren, I am going into this 
matter a little more in detail than 
they have done. It was contended by 
tiie representatives of the Foreign 
Mission Society that the support had 
ceased because our brethren had in¬ 
formed thenj of their intention to sep¬ 
arate from the Society, and bccaMxc 
they had tuJeen such active steps on 
that account as witing the letter (o 
their friend in America. But one or 
two other little points of interest in 
connection with this matter came un¬ 
der my observation while I was with 
the Society, which might throw more 
light on this sad picture were I to 
mention them. 

Now that the obstructionists are out 
of the way, and the Paris Baptist 
Theological School has cevsed to he u 
"bone of contention,” the work of that 
institution will continue unhindered, 
under the control and direction of a 
Committee appointed by the French- 
speaking Baptist Union; and the prepa¬ 
ration. and ruination, as far as future 
usefulness in the Lord's se/-vice is con¬ 
cerned, of young men toho arc to be 
the future leaders and pastors in our 
Baptist work in France, will go on, ap¬ 
proved of and encouraged by our For¬ 
eign illission Society, under the super¬ 
vision, teaching and influence of one 
of the strongest and most influential 
radical leaders in our Baptist work in 
Franco. He himself is a graduate of 
the Paris Theological Seminary 
("broad” and llbei’al), and his theo¬ 
logical students are spending part of 
their time in attendance at the classes 
of that Seminary. This man has also, 
for some time, been the editor of the 
three Baptist publications, “La Soli- 
darite Sociale,” “Le Temoin de la 
Yerito” and another paper, which, of 
course, represent the views of the 
broad wing. IVe have also recently 
heard of his promotion as “chief” of 
the Baptist Young People’s Society of 
France. He was responsible, too, for 
the entrance of the Baptist Union into 
the French Protestant Federation, of 
which he Is Associate Secretary, 
where prayer meetings and communion 
service had mixed Baptist and Uni¬ 
tarian representatives at the Lyons 
Conference of two yeare ago. and 
where the religious co-operation of 
Unitarians with evangelicals was de¬ 
cided. The Lyons Congress had the 
warm approval of representatives of 
the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society, who sent a delegate, in spite 
of the refusal of the local Baptist 
church at LyoJis to have anything to 
do loiih those meetings. 

We would now lay the needs of the 
Baptist work in France upon the 
hearts of our readers, and we hope 
that God will raise up friends to take 
up the support of the important sec¬ 
tion of the work for which our French 
brethren, who have been so loyal and 
true to tho faith, are directly respon- 

j sible. 

Correspondence 
“Copies of your paper have been 

sent me and I am deeply interested in 
the work you are undertaking and join 
you in prayer that God wall bless you 
‘in your work for ‘the faith once for 
all delivered to the saints.’ Am a Bap¬ 
tist, and my heart aches at the drift 

of so many of this denomination and 
others toward Modernism. Am enclos¬ 
ing check for five dollars, one of which 
apply toward subscription to your 
paper, the rest to be used as jou deem 
best in the interest of the work. I 
shall try to interest others.” 

“Enclosed find check for two dollars 
to cover our subscription to The Fun¬ 
damentalist for the balance of this 
year and next. We wish to thank you 
for sending copies of The Fundamen- 
TAiJST to us without having received 
our subscription. We are very much 

in sympathy with the League, and 
would do more financially if we were 
able.” 

“I am sorry that I cannot send a 
contribution to help send The Funda- 

{Cont'inued on page 8.) 
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Great Mass Meeting of All Baptist Fundamentalists 
A Cal! to Baptists Who Believe That the Bible is God’s Word, 

and Who Are Loyal to the Divine Christ 

A series o£ mass meetiugs are being 
planned, under the auspices jointly of 
tbe Baptist Bible Union of North 
America and the Baptist Fundamen¬ 
talist League of New York and Vi¬ 
cinity for Ministers and Laymen, to 
be held in New York and Brooklyn, 
December 2-T. Speakers of national 
and international reputation are being 
secured for these meetiugs. There will 
be meetings each afternoon and eve¬ 
ning. The campaign will open with a 
great mass meeting Sunday afternoon, 
December 2, at three o’clock, in 
Brooklyn, and another in Manhattan. 
The remaining services will be held in 
the Calvary Baptist Church, 123 West 
Fifty-seventh Street, Manhattan; the 
afternoon meetings at three o’clock 
and the evening meetings at eight 
o’clock sharp. Dr. T. T. Shields of 
Toronto, Canada, President of the 
Baptist Bible Union of North America, 
is chairman of the program committee, 
and steps are actively under way look¬ 
ing to the dei'elopment of the greatest 
program that Fundamentalists have 
ever given in North America. The de¬ 
sign of this meeting is, flvst of all, to 

The text of the resolution adopted 
by the Presbyterian Church (North¬ 
ern)" last May at Indianapolis, re¬ 
affirming its position of orthodoxy, 
which is the same pronouncement ns 
was made by the General Assembly 
held in 1910. reads as follows: 

1. "It is an essential doctrine of the 
ll'ord of God and our standards that 
the I-Ioly Spirit did so inspire, guide 
and move the writer of Holy Scrip¬ 
ture as to keep them from error.” 

2. "It is an essential doctrine of the 
Word of God and our standards that 
onr Lord Jesus Christ waS horn of the 
Virgin Slary.” 

3. "It is an essential doctrine of the 
Word of God and our standards that 
(.'hrist offered up Himself a sacriOee 
to satisfy Divine Justice and to recon- 
file us to God.” 

•i. "It is an essential doctrine of the 
Word of God and of our standards 
(.■oncerniug our Lord Jesus Christ that 
on the third day He rose again from 
the dead with the same body with 
which lie suffered, with which also 
lie ascended into heaven, and there 
siltolli at the right hand of His Fa¬ 
ther, making intercession.” 

5. “It is an essential doctrine of the 
Word of God as the supreme standard 
of our faith that our Lord .Tesus show¬ 
ed His power and love by working 
mighty miracles. This working was 
not contrary to nature, hut superior 
to it.” 

The resolution was a part of a mi¬ 
nority report in the Fosdick case 
which, upon roll call, was substituted 
for the majority report by a majority 
of about eighty. While Dr. Posdiek’s 
connection with the case may receive 
more attention in some sections, tlie 
reaffirmation of the church’s attitude 
was vastly more important because it 
was the beginning of a movement that 
seems likely to spread through all tbe 
Christian churches throughout the 
world. The pronouncement discloses 
a line of cleavage between church 
members which exists, to a greater or 
lesser extent, in all the denominations 

bring all Baptist Fundamentalists to¬ 
gether for conference and prayer, and 
for the consideration of practical steps 
looking to a unification of all of our 
Fundamentalist forces. It is hoped 
that this meeting will result in the for¬ 
mation of one solid body through which 
we can advance upon the common foe 
of modernism, rationalism and relig¬ 
ious radicalism. The other main pur¬ 
pose of this series of mass meetiugs 
will be to make an onslaught in force 
upon the lines of unbelief. New York 
is now the center of the radical 
preaching of the day, and through the 
great New York newspapers these rev¬ 
olutionary religious ideas are being 
spread far and near, to the confusion 
of the people and the destruction of 
souls. It is purposed in this series of 
mass meetings to have utterances from 
outstanding lenders on such subjects 
as the inspiration, integrity and au¬ 
thority of the Bible as God's Word, the 
virgin birth, the deity of our Lord, 
the fact of a living Gb'd, rather tlian 
the mere principle or force in nature 
which evolutionists are bowing down 
to, the great doctrines of grace and of j 

The Fundamentals 
By William Jennings Bryan 

aiui will necessarily focus attention 
upon (ho cause of the controversy. 

Tim questions' at issue are so vital 
and the differences of opinion so great 
—in fact so irreconcilable—that it is 
due to the general public, as well as 
to the <-linreii, that the opposing views 
should be stated with clearness and 
candor. 

I do imt mean to bind anyone else 
either by my conclusions or by the rea¬ 
sons given for them, but I am quite 
sure that my views on this subject are 
in iiai’iuony with the views of a large 
majority of the members, not only of 
the Presbyterian church, but of all tbe 
churches that call themselves Ohris- 
lian. 

The lir.st proposition deals with the 
doctrine that necessarily comes first, 
namely, the inerrancy of the Bible. 
It is declared to be not only true, but 
"an e.sseiitinl dostriue of the Word of 
God and mir standards, that the Holy 
Spirit did so inspire, guide and move 
the writers of Holy Scripture as to 
keep them from error.” 

'I’he Bii)le is either tbe Word of God 
or merely a man-made book. If time 
Itermittcci, I might defend the Chris¬ 
tian position and point out as conclu¬ 
sive proof of the Bible’s divine origin 
the fact tliat the wisest men living to¬ 
day. with an inheritance of all the 
learning of tlie past, with countless 
books to consult and great universities 
on every hand, cannot furnish the 
equal of. <tr a substitute for, this hook 
which was compiled from the writings 
of men largely unlettered, scattered 
through many centuries and yet pro¬ 
ducing an unbroken story—men of a 
single race and living in a limited 
area, without the advantages of swift 
ships or telegraph wires. Why is it 
that we have made progress along 
other lines and yet have made no prog¬ 
ress in the ‘‘Science of Hew to Love” 
—the one science of which the Bible 
treats? We go back to the Bible for 
the foundation of our statute law and 
find that Moses compressed into a few 
sentences what the leaimed lawyers of 
the prs.sent day spread over volumes. 

salvation, the truth of a hereafter— 
of heaven and hell—and the crowning 
truth of the second coming of Jesus 
Christ aud of a new heaven and a new 
earth wherein dwelleth righteousness. 

It is hoped that through these meet¬ 
ings the old truths upon which the 
Christian Church was founded will be 
sounded forth so strongly and with 
such ability as that the ranks of tbe 
radicals here may be thrown into con¬ 
fusion. 

It is felt that the time is ripe for a 
demonstration in foi’ce of all true be¬ 
lievers in opposition to all the insidi¬ 
ous and destructive heresies of to-day. 
It is hoped that all Fundamentalist or¬ 
ganizations throughout the Noi-th will 
send representatives to this meeting, 
and it is hoped that every individual 
Baptist Fundamentalist who can pos¬ 
sibly plan to do so will attend. Moun- 
talntop experiences are anticipated in 
these services, and God will doubtless 
redeem his promise and honor them 
who honor Him. The most economical 
possible arrangements will be inaoe for 
those who attend from out of the city. 
Remember the dates—December 2d to 
the 7tb, Inclusive. 

We find iu the Bible also tbe rules that 
govern our spiritual development and 
a moral code the like of which the 
world had never seen before and to 
which no improvements have been 
added throughout the centuries. Shall 
we accept tbe Bible as a hook by in¬ 
spiration given or conclude that civil¬ 
ization has so dragged us down that 
educated men of today cannot do that 
which was done then by men without 
the aid of schools? My purpose, how¬ 
ever. is not to enter into an extended 
defense of the Bible hut rather to point 
out that it must either be accepted as 
the revealed will of God or be de¬ 
throned and brought down to the level 
of the woi-ks of men. 

When one asserts that tbe Bible is 
not infallible, he must measure it by 
some standard which he considers bet¬ 
ter authority than the Bible itself. If 
the Bible is to be rejected as an au¬ 
thority, upon whose authority is it to 
he condemned? We must have a stand¬ 
ard, where shall we find it? When 
one decides that the Bible is, as a 
whole or in part, erroneous, he sits iu 
judgment upon it and. looking down 
from Ills own infallibility, declares it 
fallible—that is, that it contains false¬ 
hoods or errors. As no two of the 
critics of the Bible fully agree as to 
what part is myth and what part is 
authentic history, each one, in fact, 
transfers the presumption of infalli¬ 
bility from the Bible to himself. 

Upon the first proposition all the 
rest depend. If the Bible is true— 
that is, so divinely inspired ns to be 
free from error—then tbe second, 
third, fourth and fifth propositions 
follow inevitably, because they are 
based upon what the Bible actually 
says in language clear and unmistak¬ 
able. If, on tbe other hand, the Bible 
is not to be accepted ns true, there is 
no reason why anybody should believe 
anything in it that he objects to, no 
matter upon what his objection is 
founded. He need not go to the 
trouble of giving a reason for it; if he 
is at liberty to eliminate any pas.sage 
which he does not like, then no reason 
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Unavoidable Delays 

We regret the unavoidable delays in 
getting The Fundamentalist out to 
our readers. Again it is late in going 
to press, and once more we are obliged 
to print two numbers together, which 
this time will be tbe O'etober-Novem- 
her number. The Editor is taxed to 
the limit of bis capacity, and as we 
have more work piling up than it is 
humanly possible for one man to do. 
we cannot be as prompt as we would 
like to be with everything, aud some 
things have to wait until we can get 
at them. Often, too, the paper has to 
be held over, awaiting important mat- 
tei*s to head up; aud in the case of the 
present issue, we wished our readers 
to have the information regarding con¬ 
ditions in the Baptist work in France 
contained in the statements from our 
French brethren which were on their 
way to us across the ocean. When 
you find yourself Impatient because 
The Fundamenalist has not come at 
the time you think it should have 
reached you, just pray for the Editor, 
that he may be given the necessary 
strength aud wisdom for all that he Is 
called upon to do iu connection with 
the work of his great church in the 
Metropolis, the Baptist Fundamen¬ 
talist League, and The Fundamen¬ 
talist. with a few other things thrown 
in. The Editoi’’s work in connection 
with the paper is all voluntary and en¬ 
tirely a labor of love for our Master. 

is necessary. When the Bible ceases 
to be an authority—a divine authority 
—the Word of God can be accepted, re¬ 
jected, or mutilated, accordiug to the 
whim or mood of the reader. 

The second proposition which de¬ 
clares it to be ‘‘an essential doctrine 
of the Word of God aud our standards 
that our Lord Jesus Christ was born 
of the Virgin Mary” is really the 
pivotal point in the present contro¬ 
versy between the so-called liberals 
and those who are described as con¬ 
servatives. The action of the General 
Assembly has so exasperated a num¬ 
ber of Presbyterian preacher's that 
they have openly declared that they 
do not believe in the virgin birth. 
Why? Because there is any uncer¬ 
tainty in the record of the Saviour’s 
birth ns given in Matthew and Luke? 
No, the account is written in simple 
language aud in detail. Mary was the 
first one to inquire whether such a 
birth was possible. The atheists, tbe 
agnostics, the infidels, and the doubt¬ 
ers, were all anticipated by the Vir¬ 
gin herself. It is fortunate that the 
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question was asked, because the an- 
swei* to a question is more impressive 
than a statement which is not drawn 
out by a question. Luke, beiug a phy¬ 
sician, was in the habit of dealing 
with childbirth. Who could more fit¬ 
tingly describe this event so important 
to the world? 

Critics say tlint the virgin birth is 
only mentioned twice, ouce in the 
Gospel of lilatthew and once In the 
Gospel of Luke, but to be entirely fair 
they ought to explain that no other 
Bible writers mention Christ’s birth. 
The virgin birth is not contradicicd by 
any Bible writer, and nearly every 
writer in the Bible records miracles 
or supernatural mauifestations just as 
mysterious as the virgin birth. 

The virgin birth is no more mysteri¬ 
ous than the birth of each of us—it 
is simply difCereut. No one without 
revelation has ever solved the mystery 
of life, whether it be the life found In 
man, or in the beast or in the plant. 
The God who can give life can cer¬ 
tainly give it in any way or througli 
any means that may please Him. It 
was just as easy for God to bring 
Christ into the World as He did. ac¬ 
cording to rdntthew and Luke, as to 
bring us into the world as Ke did. 
Shall we doubt the power of God? If 
so. we do not believe in God. Or. re¬ 
lying upon «)iir own wisdom, shall we 
deny that God would want to do what 
He is reported to have done? Who 
dares to make himself equal in wis¬ 
dom with God—as one must be if he 
knows, without possibility of mistake, 
what God would or would not do? 

If Christ came down from the Fath¬ 
er for the purpose of saving the peo¬ 
ple from their sins, is it unreasonai)le 
that His birth should have been differ¬ 
ent from the birth of others? 

The task that Christ came to per¬ 
form was more than a man’s task. No 
man aspiring to be a God could have 
done what He did; it required a God 
condescending to be a man. It is un¬ 
reasonable that one who offered him¬ 
self as a sacrifice for sin, i-evealed God 
to man, and guides man by His heaven- 
born wisdom, should have been con¬ 
ceived of the Holy Ghost and born of 
the Virgin JIary? The rejection of 
the virgin birth not only condemns the 
Bible record on this subject as false 
but it changes one’s whole conception 
of Christ and makes it difficult, if not 
impossible, to present Him as the Bi¬ 
ble presents Him. 

Those who refuse to believe in the 
virgin birth must account for Christ's 
birth in some other way. It is fair to 
say that most of them regard Jesus as 
the son of Joseph, conceived in lawful 
wedlock, unless they prefer to regard 
Him as the illegitimate child of an im¬ 
moral woman. We would do them no 
injustice if we called them by some 
name that would distinguish them 
from Christians who accept the Bible 
as true and who believe that Christ 
was born as Matthew and Luke record. 

The so-called liberals seem to thiuk 
Christians intolerant when they re¬ 
fuse to count those woi*thy to bear the 
name of Christians who thus degrade 
the Son of God and Saviour of the 
world. Having adjusted themselves to 
the human theory, they cannot under¬ 
stand why it should shock Christians. 
As a matter of fact, the liberals are 
as dogmatic as the conservatives: they 
call the latter "unintelligent” and "ig¬ 
norant” and assert—and they believe 
ft—that “thinking” people will not 
join the church unless it allows the 
Bible to be so modified as to conform 
to what they call “the results of mod¬ 
ern scientific research.” The conserva¬ 
tives I’eply, first, that they have no 
right to change the Bible; second, that 
Christianity is intended for all, not for 
the so-called "thinkers” only. The 
common people who heard Christ 
gladly have never heard gladly those 
who would substitute Darwin’s guess 
for the Mosaic record of creation; and, 

third, that the pure and simple Gos¬ 
pel makes a stronger appeal, than a 
denatured gospel, to the inteliectual as 
well as to the masses. In sitpport of 
this they cite the fact that the 
churches that have adopted what they 
call the “scientific interpretation of 
the Bible” have not appealed to any 
large percentage of the educated and 
not at all to the average man, whereas 
the Bible, taken literally, has foxind 
followers in every land, among every 
race and language, among the rich and 
poor, among the educated and the un¬ 
educated. The Bible, as written, 
speaks a universal language and makes 
its appeal to the heart of mankind 
everywhere. Christianity, being a re¬ 
ligion. is built upon the heart, ns all 
religions are; it would cense to be a 
religion if it appealed to the intellect 
alone. 

What progress can Christianity 
hope to make if it proclaims to the 
world tiiat the Bible is full of error 
and that Je.sus was but a man? Hava 
not those who believe Christ to be the 
hope of the world and His plan of sal¬ 
vation the only plan that can raise 
man to the exalted place for which 
God intended him, have not such 
Christians a right to protest against 
what they believe to be a death-blow 
to Christianity? 

Why do the liberals conceal their 
views and suppress discussion? If 
they believe that their interpretation 
of the Bible is correct, why do they 
not proclaim it from the house-top? 
Why do they attempt, by the use of 
epithets, to terrorize the masses of the 
churcli into accepting without proof 
oi- even discussion the views of those 
who put their own authority .above the 
authority of the Bible? Surely we 
con exfiect of ministers, even though 
tliey call themselves liberal, a standard 
of honor ns high as that which is re¬ 
quired in politics. Candidates for 
office run upon platforms and ask the 
support only of those who entertain 
similar views; why should not candi¬ 
dates for pulpits be as frank with 
those who pay their salaries? 

I digress for a moment to answer an 
oft-repeated assertion, namely, that 
the church is suppressing "freedom of 
thought.” How can a church exist un¬ 
less it stands for something? And 
who shall determine what the cimrcli 
stands for except the church itself? 
Why should anyone desire to preach 
for a church unless be agrees with the 
church? And why should a church 
permit one to represent it as a preach¬ 
er who does not believe In the things 
for which it stands? Will any one 
contend that a minister who. after an 
examination, has been given a license 
to preach, is at liberty to change his 
views, renounce the doctrines of the 
church and then insist upon the right 
to misrepresent the church? 

As an indlvid'iial, anyone is free to 
believe anything he likes or to refuse 
to believe. That is his privilege in 
this country and it is a very impor¬ 
tant privilege v/hich should always be 
protected. That is the very essence of 
freedom of conscience. But freedom 
of conscience belongs to individuals 
only. No man has a right to substi¬ 
tute Ills conscience for the conscience 
of a church or the conscience of a con¬ 
gregation. A preacher who conceals 
his views from those who pay his sal¬ 
ary, knowing when he does so that his 
salary would terminate if his views 
were known, is obtaining money un¬ 
der false preteu.se and is just as guilty 
of a crime as tlie man who is sent to 
the penitentiary for obtaining money 
on false statements. A congregation 
has a right to assume that a preacher, 
if an honest man, would not accept a 
position unless his views were in 
agreement with the views of the 
church. Some preachers have tried to 
avoid a statement of their views by 
declaring non-essential the doctrines 
they reject—hence it was necessary for 

the General Assembly to assert that 
these doctrines are essential as well ns 
true. If a preacher can, by declaring 
a doctrine non-essential, justify him¬ 
self in concealing his views on the sub¬ 
ject, he can eliminate from the Bible 
any thing he pleases, regardiss of whnt 
the members of his congregation may 
regard as essential. The Presbyterian 
General Assembly has nailed these 
"essential” doctrines of the church on 
the front of the pulpit so that the con¬ 
gregation can measure the minister by 
the churciL s pronouncement. 

Rut to return to the five points. The 
third proposition deals with t’ae sacri¬ 
ficial character of the death of Christ. 
Those who reject the virgin birth quite 
naturally and for the same reason re¬ 
ject tlie doctrine of the atonement. 
They deny that man ever fell; on the 
contrary, they contend that man has 
been rising from the beginning and. 
therefore, needs no Saviour. To such, 
Christ Is just an example, differing 
in value to different individuals ac¬ 
cording to the estimate that they place 
upon His wisdom. Those who reject 
the atonement and simply search 
Christ’s teachings for advice (if at any 
time they feel they need His advicel 
describe the Nazarene in different 
ways. Some say that He was the most 
perfect man known to history: others 

'say that He was a man of extraor¬ 
dinary merit; still others believe hisn 
an unusual man for .His time; while 
some would simply put the title “Mr.” 
before His name and class him among 
the well meaning visionaries. To those 
who strip Christ of His deity, Ke can 
mean but little. If they will only take 
Him out of the class and put him 
in the God class all that the Bible says 
of Him will he easily imderstood and 
gladly accepted. 

It is hardly necessary to point out 
that the rejection of the atonement 
eliminates the element that has made 
Christianity a missionary force. In 
proportion as men reject the doctrine 
of the atonement their interest in the 
spi’ead of the gospel is paralyzed. V/hy 
cross stormy oceans and endui'e con¬ 
tinuing sacrifices upon the frontiers of 
the world if mankind does not need a 
Saviour and Christ was but an ordi- 
nar.v human being? Those who ad- 
mii'e and follow uninspired philoso¬ 
phers form literary clubs but not 
churehe.s; and they send out few—if 
any—missionaries. Christ founded a 
spiritual kingdom—thousands of mil¬ 
lions have gloried in His name—and 
millions have suffered death rather 
than surrender the faith that He im¬ 
planted in their hearts; and this faith 
is liviug still, “in spite of dungeons, 
fire, and sword.” 

The fourth proposition, like the sec¬ 
ond and third, stands or falls with the 
first. The only information that we 
have regarding the bodily resurrection 
of Christ is found in the Bible and the 
only reason for rejecting it is the same 
given for t’oe rejection of the virgin 
birth and the doctrine of the atone¬ 
ment, namely, that it is different from 
anything else known among men. The 
resurrection of Christ—the bodily res¬ 
urrection—is declared in the General 
Assembly pronouncement to be not 
only true, but an essential doctrine. 
“If Christ be not raised, your faith is 
vain,” exclaims the great apostle, Paul. 
The denial of Christ’s resurrection, 
taken in connection with the denial of 
the virgin birth and the denial of the 
atonement, completes His degradation. 
Take away conception by the Holy 
Ghost, the honor of a divine mission, 
and the resurrection, and Christ ceases 
to be a character if importance. He 
claimed to be the Son of God; He 
claimed that He came to save man; 
He met death with the eaim assurance 
that His blood would cleanse from sin 
all who accepted His salvation. If He 
can be indicted and convicted of being 
an impostor, He must retire into ob¬ 
scurity. This cannot be; there has not 

been a great reform In a thousand 
years that was not built about His 
teachings; there will not be in all the 
ages to come an important movement 
for the uplift of humanity that will 
not be inspired by His thought and 
words. He is the great "fact of his- 
toi’y" and the growing figure of all 
time—the only growing figure in the 
world today. And yet. tlie so-called 
liberals would wrap Him again in 
gravecloths and roll back the stone 
that served as a door for His sepul¬ 
chre. In so doing, they would crush 
the hope utul comfort He 1ms brought 
to man. If the Bible is true, Chri.st 
has made of death a narrow, starlit 
strip between the companionship of 
yesterday and the reunion of tomor¬ 
row ; if the Bible is false, who shall 
answer for us the agonizing (luestion 
of Job, “If a man die, shall he live 
again?” 

If Christ did not rise from the dead. 
He could not have appeared to His 
disciples and therefore we must dis¬ 
card as false the concluding verses of 
the last chapter of Matthew: 

18. “And Jesus came and spake unto 
them, saying: All power is given unto 
me in Heaven and in earth. 

19. “Go ye therefore, and teach all 
nations, baptizing them in the name of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost; 

20. “Teaching them to observe all 
things whatsoever I have commanded 
you: and lo, I am with yon alway; 
even unto the end of the world.” 

Accepting this record as true, Chris¬ 
tians carry to the world a gospel in¬ 
tended for every human being, a code 
of morals that is to endure for all 
time, and a Saviour, with all power 
behind Him, who will be present al- 
waj’s. What kind of gospel can those 
preach whose Christ was born a man 
like themselves, performed no miracles, 
brought no salvation, and who, after 
preaching to a group of deluded fol¬ 
lowers, was laid away in a new made 
grave and became the perpetual pris¬ 
oner of man's great enemy, death? 

The fifth proposition asserts that be¬ 
lief in the miracles performed by 
Christ is an essential doctrine of the 
Word of God. This proposition might 
well have come second because the 
veracity of the Word of God must be 
denied before the miracles can be dis¬ 
puted and the miracles must be dis¬ 
carded before objection can be made 
to the second, third, and fourth propo¬ 
sitions. The natural order with those 
who depart from the Faith of our 
Fathers is first to deny the infallibility 
of the Bible, then to deny the authen¬ 
ticity of the miracles, then to deny the 
virgin birth, the atonement and the 
resurrection because they are miracles. 
When all the miracles and all the su¬ 
pernatural are eliminated from the 
Bible it becomes a “scrap of paper.” 
When its truths are diluted by the lan¬ 
guage of men they cease to stir the 
heart "Weasel words,” to * use a 
phrase employed, if not coined, by 
President Roosevelt, such as “poeti¬ 
cal,” “allegorical,” and “symboiicar’ 
suck the meaning out of the majestic 
utterances of those who were the 
spokesmen of Jehov'ah. 

But what is it that thus, progres¬ 
sively, whittles away the Word of 
God and destroys its vitality? 1 ven¬ 
ture to assert that the unproven hy¬ 
pothesis of evolution is the root cause 
of nearly all the dissension in the 
ebureh over the five points under dis¬ 
cussion. “Liberalism,” however yoxi 
define it, is built \ipon the guess to 
which the euphonious name of “evolu¬ 
tion” has been given. Not all evolu¬ 
tionists are dissenters, but all dissen¬ 
ters are evolutionists—some theistie 
evolutionists and some atheistic evohi- 
tionists. Those who call themselves 
theistie evolutionists indignantly deny 
that evolution is inconsistent with 
Christianity—but what are the facts? 

First, Darwin began life a Christian 



Octoher-'Novemher THE FUNDAMENTALIST 7 

but, following the hypothesis that 
bears his name, he rejected, one after 
another, the vital principles of the 
Christian religion. Just before he died 
he wrote a letter (it is reproduced in 
his “Life and Letters”) in which he 
describes his departure from the ortho¬ 
dox faith. He says that w’hen as a 
young man he made his famous trip 
south on the Beadle he was called “or¬ 
thodox and heartily laughed at by 
.some of the officers for quoting the Bi¬ 
ble as an uuansw’erable authority ou 
some point of morality.'’ Expressing 
his opinion at the time he wrote the 
letter, he says, “7 do «of believe there 
ever has been any revelation." In the 
same letter he says that about the time 
he wrote “The Origin of Species” he 
deserved to be called a theist because 
he felt “compelled to look for a first 
Cause, having an intelligent miud, in 
some degree analogous to man.” But 
after that this belief, be says, became 
weaker “very gradually, with many 
fluctuations.” He inquires, “Can the 
mind of man, which has, as I fully be¬ 
lieve, been developed from a mind as 
low as that possessed by the lowest 
animals, be trusted when it draws such 
grand conclusions?” (as God and 
Heaven). He concludes by saying, 
“The Mystery of the beginning of all 
things is insoluble by us, and I for 
one must be content to remain an ag¬ 
nostic.” If that is what Darwinism 
did for Darwin, what is it likely to do 
for immature students who are throw¬ 
ing off pareutal authority and who 
gladly accept any hypothesis that will 
justify them in throwing off the au¬ 
thority of God also? 

That Darwin’s experience was not 
exceptional but the natural and logical 
result of the evolutionary hj'potliesis, 
is proved by the investigations of Pro¬ 
fessor James H. Leuha, teacher of 
Psychology at Bryn Mawr College. 
Some eight j'ears ago he wrote a book 
OR-^‘Belief-in-Gcd and ImmortalityiJi- 
He starts out by saying that belief in 
God and immortality is dying out 
among the educated in the United 
States. To prove his proposition, be 
submitted questions to the leading 
scientists of the country. He found 
the names of five thousand, five hun¬ 
dred of them in a book and expressed 
the belief that it contained the names 
of practicably all the scientists of 
prominence. On the answers received, 
he declared that over half of these 
scientists told him that they did not 
believe in a personal God or a personal 
immortality. He then selected nine 
representative colleges and universi¬ 
ties and wrote to the students. On 
their answers, he declared that fifteen 
per cent. ' of the freshmen had dis¬ 
carded Christianity, thirty per cent of 
the juniors, and from forty to forty- 
five per cent, of the men v/ho gradu¬ 
ated. This change was, in his opinion, 
due to the influence of the “cultured 
men” under whose instruction the stu¬ 
dents passed. 

Is not this testimony sufficient to 
challenge the attention of Christians? 
Will the Christian church admit that 
there is anything in education that 
naturally or necessary weakens faith? 
This cannot be admitted. The church 
has been the greatest patron of learn¬ 
ing—the greatest friend that educa¬ 
tion has ever had. What is there, 
then, in our colleges that undermines 
faith and paralyzes religion? Only 
one thing: namely, an hypothesis that 
links man in blood relationship with 
every other form of life, animal and 
vegetable, and makes him cousin to 
Ijrnte and bird and fish and rep¬ 
tile—to flower and fruit and vegetable 
and weed. Even in Christian colleges 
the student is asked to substitute the 
hypothesis of evolution for the Bible 
record of creation, although not one 
species lias ever yet been traced to an¬ 
other species. The “missing links” 
between a million species—Darwin 
estimated the number at from two to 

three millions—are yet to be found; 
not one has been produced. And yet, 
it is a common thing for evolutionists 
—theistic evolutionists — to declare 
that evolutiou is as firmly established 
as the law of gravitation or the round¬ 
ness of the earth. 

Third, the ministers who dissented 
from the pronouncement of the Gen¬ 
eral Assembly are evolutionists—they 
call themselves “theistic evolutionists,’’ 
but theistic evolution is even more de¬ 
moralizing in its influence than athe¬ 
istic evolution. Atheistic evolution 
denies the existence of God .and this 
arouses indignation. Theistic evoin-; 
tion. on the other hand, lulls the young 
Christian to sleep with the assurance 
that evolution recognizes God and of¬ 
fers a more sublime method of creation 
than the Bible records. Recently forty 
prominent Americans, among whom 
were two cabinet officers, one ex-cabi¬ 
net officer, several bishops, and several 
college presidents, joined in a state¬ 
ment containing this language: “It is 
a sublime conception of God which is 
furnished by science,” etc. Then fol¬ 
lows a statement about God “revealing 
Himself through countless ages in the 
development of the earth as an abode 
for man and in the age-long inbreath¬ 
ing of life into its constituent matter 
culminating in man with his spiritual 
nature and all his God-UUe powers.” 
This high-flown language compliments 
the ape theory at the expense of the 
Bible record of man’s creation. Tlieis- 
tic evolution is an anesthetic; it dead¬ 
ens the pain while the Christian’s re¬ 
ligion is being removed. 

There are all shades of belief among 
theistic evolutionists, according to the 
hold that the hypothesis has upon 
them according to the religious mo¬ 
mentum they acquired before they 
adopted it, and accordiug to the extent 
to which they have applied it. Some 
stop when they have traced their an¬ 
cestry to the jungle tind established a - 
kinship with the animal world below 
UR. Exhausted by the effort, they are 
inconsistent enough to stop there and 
to accept all the Bible except Genesis. 
Some follow tbe path of evolution a 
little farther and reject some of the 
miracles, retaining the theory of the 
atonement, the virgin hirtb, and the 
resurrection, in spite of the fact that 
they all involve the miraculous. Others 
go 'still farther, differing in tbe place 
!it which they stop, while some, like a 
Presbyterian preacher in New York, 
boldly announce that they do not ac¬ 
cept any of the propositions declared 
by the General Assembly to be "essen¬ 
tial” as well as true. 

Theistic evolution anti atheistic evo¬ 
lution travel together until they reach 
the origin of life: at this point the 
theistic evolutionist emlu'aces the athe¬ 
ist. tolerantly If not afi:ectlonateiy, and 
says, “I beg your pardon, but here I 
must assume a Creator.” Some put 
the beginning of life at twenty-flve 
millions of years ago. some like Dar¬ 
win. put it at two hundred millions of 
years ago; others add all the ciphers 
that they have to spare. Some theistic 
evolutionists, like Canon Barnes of 
Westminster Abbey, commence with 
the universe filled with “stuff” and im¬ 
agine electrons coming out of “stuff” 
and forming atoms, atoms forming 
matter, matter forming life, life form¬ 
ing mind, and mind forming spirit, 
with infinite ages since God’s creative 
power was permitted to act. Their 
far-away God does not invite prayer 
or give tbe comforting assurance of 
His presence—what coercive power 
has the .sense of responsibility if it 
must be strained through the blood of 
all animal life which, according to the 
evolutionist, forms man's ancestry? 
There is no place in evolution for the 
cry of the penitent soul: it knows no 
sncii transformation as being borii 
again or having sins forgiven. As 
Romanes confessed, even when an ag¬ 
nostic, it substitutes the “lonely mys¬ 

tery of existence” for the “hallowed 
glory” of tbe creed of orthodox Chris¬ 
tianity. 

But your space will not permit any 
extended discussion of the subject 
of evolution; I could not, however, 
deni fairly with tbe discussion 
that the actiou of tbe Presby¬ 
terian Geiieral Assembly bus aroused 
without pointing out that which is re¬ 
sponsible for the controversy. The evo¬ 
lutionary liypothesis is the only thing 
that has seriously menaced religion 
since the birth of Christ and it men¬ 
aces nil other religions as well ns the 
Christiaa religion, and civilization as 
well as religion—at least this is the 
conviction of a multitude who regard 
belief in God as the most fundamental 
of ail beliefs and see in Christ the 
hope of the future. 

The world is just emerging from the 
bloodiest war known to history: thirty 
millions of human beings lost their 
lives directly or indirectly because of 
the war: three hundred billion dollars 
worth of property was destroyed, and 
the debts of the world are moi-e than 
six times as great as when the first 
gun was fired. This war cannot be 
blamed \ipon ignorance; the govern¬ 
ments of the civilized nations have 
been in the hands of educated men. 
The battleships, di’eadnaughts. and 
superdreadnaughts were built by col¬ 
lege graduates, and college graduates 
trained tbe armies of the world. Sci¬ 
entists mixed the poisonous gases and 
manufactured liquid fire. Intellect 
guided the nations, and learning with¬ 
out heart made war so hellish that 
civilization itself was about to commit 
suicide. 

It is evident that nothing but uni¬ 
versal peace can save the world from 
univei'sal bankruptcy, and nothing biit 
universal disarmament can bring uni- 
vereal pence. Not until the armies and 
navies are so reduced as to eliminate 

-aH-thoughts of contest and merely pro¬ 
vide domestic police protection can the 
world begin again tbe upbuilding of 
society. To whom can the world turn? 
To whom, except to the Prince of 
Peace. If the gigantic task of world 
rehabilitation must rest vipon One 
reared in a carpenter shop, we must 
not divest Him of the strength that 
the task requires. Darwin’s God was 
nowhere—he could not find him: Dar¬ 
win’s Bible was nothing—it had lost 
its inspiration; Darwin’s Christ was 
nobody—be bad a brute for his ances¬ 
tor on botli bis father’s and his moth¬ 
er’s side. Evolution, carried to its logi¬ 
cal conclusion, robs Christ of the glory 
of His virgin birth, of the majesty of 
His deity, and of the triumph of His 
resurection: such a Christ is impotent 
to save. If love is to be substituted 
for force and co-operatiou for combat, 
religion must lead tbe way. 

The Presbyterian Church has reiter¬ 
ated its faith in God. in tbe Bible, and 
in Christ. During the week ending 
May 19. 1923, the Southern Baptist 
Convention endorsed as Its platform 
tbe presentation of vital Christian 
principles set forth by President Mul¬ 
lins in his opening address. Tbe pro¬ 
nouncement is as follows: 

“We record again our unwavering 
adherence to the supernatural ele¬ 
ments in tbe Christian religion. The 
Bible is God’s revelation of Himself 
through man moved by the Holy Spirit, 
and is our sufficient, certain and au¬ 
thoritative guide in religion. .Jesus 
Christ was born of the Virgin Mary 
through the power of the Holy Spirit. 
He was the Divine and Eternal Son 
of God. He wrought miracles, healing 
the sick, casting out demons and rais¬ 
ing the dead. He died as the vicari¬ 
ous, atoning Saviour of the world and 
was buried. He ai'ose again from the 
dead. The tomb was emptied of its 
contents. In Kis risen body He ap¬ 
peared many times to Kis disciples. 
He ascended to the right band of the 
Father. He will come again in per¬ 

son, the same Jesus who ascended 
from the Mount of Olives.” 

Other churches will do likewise. T 
doubt not that the movement will grow 
and spread until the song that startled 
the shepherds at Bethlehem wll! be¬ 
come tbe world’s international anthem. 

Conscientious Givers—A Stew> 

ardship Dilemma 

Many of our readers, in great dis¬ 
tress of mind, are writing to the Edi¬ 
tor of The I^undamentalist askiug 
wliether. in view of the conditions re¬ 
vealed, It is right for them to continue 
to make payments on their New World 
Movement pledges. Others, who are 
not definitely pledged to the Now 
World Movement, but who have been 
giving to the Foreign Rlission Society 
are disturbed at the possibility of their 
gifts being used to undermine the 
faith more precious to them than life 
itself. 

It would not be proper for the edi¬ 
tors of this paper to presume to decide 
this important matter for our cori'e- 
spondents. We can only commend 
them to their conscience as illumined 
by the Holy Spirit. 

If. after earnest prayer for guid¬ 
ance, any of our readers feel com¬ 
pelled to discontinue contributions to 
the New World Movement or to the 
I' oreign Mission Society, we ask their 
most careful considei-ation of the fol¬ 
lowing suggestions: 

First, and very important.—Write at 
once to your local representative of the 
Board of Promotion and tell him of 
your decision and the reason for it. 
Also write a similar letter to the Geu- 
eral Director of the Board of Promo¬ 
tion. at No. 27G Fifth Avenue, New 
York City; and one to the Treasurer 
of the American Baptist Foreign Mis- 

-sioR Societyr Geoi'ge B. Huntington, 
also nt No. 276 Fifth Avenue, New 
York City. If you do not express your 
protest the reason for your lack of 
support will not be known. 

Second.—Practically all Baptist Mis¬ 
sion work in City, State and Nation is 
embraced in the New World Move¬ 
ment. The large majority of these 
workei's are thoroughly orthodox in be¬ 
lief and teaching. This is also true of 
many workers under the Foreign Mis¬ 
sion Society. When support is with¬ 
drawn from the New World Move¬ 
ment and is given to undenominational 
or interdenominational mission work 
these true and faithful workers are 
also cut off from help. Perhaps some 
of our readers will feel led to tlesig- 
nnte their gifts to some faithful work¬ 
er or some special field about which 
there is no question. If so, do NOT 
send the money to the local collection 
agency of the Board of Promotion, as 
there is some danger that it may be 
reported in such a way that the desig¬ 
nation may be offset or counterbalanced 
when undesignated contributions are 
distributed to such designated worker 
or object. Send your gift direct to the 
worker or object that you wish to sup¬ 
port. 

Third.—We further suggest that our 
readers carefully and prayerfully con¬ 
sider the needs of the orthodox French 
brethren referred to elsewhere in this 
issue of The Fukdamentaust. Con¬ 
tributions for their work may be sent 
tothe office of The Baptist Fundamen¬ 
talist League, 123 West Fifth-seventh 
Street. New York City. 

Just one more suggestion. Last, but 
not least in importance. Tbe Bap1;ist 
Fundamentalist League of Gi’eater 
New York and Vicinity, which is re- 
spoiisibiie for the publication of this 
paper, feels that it is rendering the 
highest possible service to cur denom¬ 
ination and to our beloved Foreign 
Mission Society, and therefore to tbe 
cause of Christ, by exposing the con¬ 
ditions in tbe Foreign Society as at 
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present constituted and led, and in 
some other departments of our great 
woric. Repeated private efforts to cor¬ 
rect the situation having failed to re¬ 
ceive any consideration the only course 
now open to us is throitgh thorough 
publicity. 

Needless to say this involves very 
heavy expenditure of funds. The de¬ 
nominationally owned organs are not 
available to us, and it costs hundreds 
of dollars to print and mail one issue 
of The Fundamentalist to a selected 
list of fifteen thousand Baptists in the 
North. Please make this matter a 
subject of prayer, and if led to do so 
send a contribution to help us in meet¬ 
ing this expense. 

We should receive a miiuher of 
gifts running up into hundreds of dol¬ 
lars and many smaller gifts from one 
to one hundred dollars. 

Correspondence 

(Continued from page 4.) 

MENTALiST to Baptlsts who ought lo 
know conditions, but I'm sending you 
a subscriber as you will see by the en¬ 
closed subscription blank, also my own 
subscription.”—(From a sister of 
Ohio.) 

“Will you please mail me seventj*- 
five copies of The Fundamentalist 

of the issue of September, 1923. If 
you cannot spai’e this many copies, 
then send as many ns you can. You 
may mail me a bill for the above.”— 
(From Secrctarg of the Baptist 
i'nion, loica.) 

“The spirit of your Fundamentalist 

is that of the devil. No Christ in it. 
You are doing more injui'y to the Bap¬ 
tist faith than the devil himself. My 
children must not see such stuff.”— 
(This sweet anonymous vote was en¬ 
closed in copy of The Fundamen¬ 
talist returned to us.) 

“I have received a copy of The 
Fundamentalist and would like to 
have the paper continued to my ad¬ 
dress, but I cannot send you a dollar 
until my next check comes. The writer 
of this is a Fundamentalist and was 
present at the meeting held in Calvary 
Baptist Church last winter when the 
League was organized. I believe The 
Fundamentalist has come to stay 
and is a necessity at this hour. We 
need something that will toll the 
Truth and not be afraid of the ‘Ma¬ 
chine.’ Long may it live! Our church 
is holding some missionary money 
back because they did not know where 
to send it I am writing to ask you if 
you can suggest some Baptist inission- 
aiy that is sound in the faith, or some 
station where we can send our 
money?"—(Froj» a Baptist pastor of 
Iowa.) 

“I want to thank you for your splen¬ 
did letter as recorded in The Funda¬ 
mentalist of September. I feel that 
you have done the proper thing and 
'such a clear, frank statement of facts 
will help bring matters to a head. May 
the kind Father bless you. How shall 
we ever call a halt to Modernism un¬ 
less those who have the facts reveal 
them? A large number of our people 
are not aware of the facts, and they 
contribute weekly in good faith, not 
knowing that their money Is being 
spent in many cases to tear down the 
very thing they desire to build up. It 
is a deplorable situation. I hope that 
you will turn on the searebligbt again 
and again that the people may know 
the facts.”—(From a Baptist pastor 
of Maine.) 

“I enclose cheek for one dollar for a 
subscription to your periodical for one 
year beginning with the October issue. 
I have long suspected that things were 
not what they should be in our foreign 
work. I listened to one of our leading 

missionaries in China a while ago, and 
his address from first to last was 
pitched in the liberal key. Our people 
must be awakened to the situation. 
. . . I enclose the names of a few 
prominent laymen who ought to have 
the .July-August, and the September 
numbers of your paper. I want to ex¬ 
press my hearty approval of Dr. Stva- 
ton’s cliallenge of the right of a man 
like Dr. Faunce to speak from a Bap¬ 
tist jdatfonn. Such a protest was 
needed.”—(From a Baptist pastor of 
Maine.) 

"Instead of forwarding to you as re¬ 
quested. price of subscription to The 
Fundamentalist, I am writing to say 
that I will appreciate it if you do not 
send any more of the uudesired. un- 
hrotherly and defamatory stuff that it 
contains to my table. Every time it 
comes, if I take the time to read it, 
my peace of mind is gone, and I am 
possessed by an uncomfortable sense 
of indignation and disgust at the ab¬ 
surd distortions of the .situations and 
people dealt with. ... I am not 
joking when I say that it is the sol¬ 
emn conviction of many of us that the 
arch enemy of the Kingdom of God is 
using your propaganda of suspicion 
and division to defeat the work of God 
in our hands, as truly as the Phari¬ 
sees (the orthodox religious leaders 
and teachers of the traditional view of 
truth of their day), were used to 
arouse suspicion, jealousy and enmity 
against the Master who dared to re¬ 
interpret what THEY considered set¬ 
tled and THE TRUTH for all time. 

. . Flow dare you ‘follow in their 
train’? ‘Now if any man have not 
the SPIRIT of Christ, he is none of 
His.’”—(Tu-o closely typed pages of 
this from a Baptist pastor of Mech.an- 
icville 'N’.Y.) 

“I say praise the Lord for The 
Fundamentalist. It is just what we 
need in these days when so many have 
become apostate and are denying the 
Word of God. Enclosed you will find 
check for ?2.00. Please send The 
Fundamentalist to me at the above 
address and also to Mrs. G. W. C.. 
Cambridge. May the Lord’s richest 
blessing rest upon your labors."— 
(From a Baptist pastor of Cambridge, 
Mass.) 

“Have .just received your July and 
August paper. Enjoy it very much 
and am sure there are multitudes of 
earnest Christians throughout the 
world that will be eager to receive 
such a message of truth. I enclose 
check for $5.00 to cover as follows; 
(Names of people to whom he wishes 
the paper sent follow.) Ttse balance 
of money as you see fit. Believe me. 
always as willing to help the cause.’.’— 
(From a Sunday School superinten¬ 
dent of Buffalo, A’.r.) 

“In sending me the last two issues 
of The Fundamentalist. I suppose 
you thought that, as a Baptist church 
clerk, I would be in a position to send 
you a list of Baptist laymen. Well, 
you thought right, and I take pleasure 
in sending you such a list. . . . T 
enclose also check for .$5.00 to be used 
in any way the Lox*d may direct.”— 
(From a church cleric of Philadelphia.) 

“Enclosed find check for $10 to be 
applied toward general expenses. T 
am heartily in sympathy and trust the 
Lord will bless your efforts to get rid 
of the Unitarians who are occupying 
Baptist pulpits.”—(From a brother of 
Brooklyn.) 

“Sample copies of The FuNDA^^EN• 
talist have greatly pleased me and I 
want to assiu'e you of my co-operntlon 
in. your gallant flgfiht for the old Gos¬ 
pel'; and I thank God that this dark¬ 
ness and gross deception cannot last 
much longer, and when once the Bap¬ 
tist hosts are enlightened and aroused 

they* will rise in holy wrath and drive 
these false teachers ai\d unbelievers 
from tbe leadership of our great de¬ 
nomination. Please enter my name on 
your subscription list and below you 
will find a list of prospective subscrib¬ 
ers, and later I may be able to make 
a contribution to your work.”—(From 
a Baptist pastor of Ohio.) 

“Several days ago two copies of 
The Fundamentalist reached my 
desk, but not until to-day did I find op¬ 
portunity to read this vital and timely 
message, and allow me to say that I 
feel that it is high time that a con¬ 
certed warfare be inaugurated ngninst 
the deadly menace which not only 
threatens the Baptist denomination, 
hut the entire earthly kingdom of 
Christ, anti I am certainly glad to 
learn more of The Baptist Fundamen¬ 
talist League and the Baptist Bible 
Union. The matters in question are 
assuming such gigantic proportions 
that it liehooves all, who believe in 
'the whole council of God.’ to unite 
their forces to combat the evil.”—• 
(From a brother of Claysville Pa.) 

“Recently, one of my men handed 
me a check to be used in supplying our 
literature table with the right sort of 
reading. This I have been doing, get¬ 
ting bundles from different places for 
free distribution. The enclosed check 
is for a bundle of The Fundamen¬ 
talist of current issue. Perhaps, if 
our people get a taste of the message 
contained in these later issues, they 
may be led to subscribe for them¬ 
selves."— (From a Baptist pastor of 
Detroit, Mich.) 

“I am one of your colored brethren. 
We are with you in this inghteous fight 
of God’s servant.”—(From a Baptist 
pastor of Pennsylvania.) 

“I receive The Fundamentalist. 
and in it have read your statements 
as to conditions existing in the Mis¬ 
sionary Boards, especially the Foreign 
Board. I have suspected just this 
much and the revelation of those 
things of which you write is only a 
confirmation of my fears. I wonder 
how the mass of our denomination 
would take these things if they were 
known to all.”—(From a Baptist pas¬ 
tor of Chicago, III.) 

“The specimen copy of The Funda¬ 
mentalist was received day before 
yesterday. I thank whoever sent my 
name.- for it gives much information 
that I needed. I’ve always rend ‘The 
Watchman-Ex.nminer.’ and occasional¬ 
ly ‘The Baptist’ so knew there were 
two ‘sides.’ Now, will you please, tell 
me where I may safely send nsy mis¬ 
sionary contributions? II; seems dread¬ 
ful for people to shut right off all 
money for the A.B.P.M.S., for some 
workera mn.v be giving the rigbi mes¬ 
sage, and their mission be crippled by 
such an action.”—(From a sister of 
^•elo York.) 

“I am interested in your fight for the 
truth. Was glad you had the courage 
to protest in Atlantic City against the 
presenting of Dr. Faunce as a speaker 
before the Convention. I am not in¬ 
terested in any movement to ‘with¬ 
draw’ from our Baptist world-wide 
work, but hope to see it cleansed so 
that the work founded by the Judsons 
and Ashmores, etc., of the past, may 
be carried on for God’s glory.”— 
(From a pastor of Harrisburg, Pa.) 

“I received a sample copy of The 
Fundamentalist to-day and I am so 
Avell pleased with it that I am enclos¬ 
ing $1.00 for a year’s subscription. It 
is about time for some one to make a 
protest against the inroads of Slod- 
ernisni in our denomination, and I 
know of no one better qualified for 
this work than Dr. Straton. Every 

Baptist minister in the countix who 
believes in the old faith and the old 
Book should rally around you and loy¬ 
ally support The Fundamentalist. 
The great trouble with many of our 
jn-eachevs is that they are afraid to 
come out into the open and attack 
Modernism, for fear that they will bo 
considered uneducated or behind the 
times. Well. I am just old-fashioned 
enough to bolievo in all the fundamen¬ 
tal doctrines of the Christian faith 
and preach them in season and out.”— 
(From a pa.-ftor of Michigan.) 

“.May I take the liberty of address¬ 
ing you a lino to ask you tn kindly 
send me your paper which T nuder- 
stand is published monthly. I shall 
count. It A great privilege if you <-an 
put me down (Hi your mailing list. I 
have no way of .sending you tbe dollar 
lor sub'-.cnpt'on, but I trust this will 
not precluiie some kiud friend giving 
it."—(From a missionary of Ceylon.) 

“Please find check for $1,00 for a 
yc.n’’s subscription to The Fundamen¬ 
talist, beginning with the num¬ 
ber.”—(From a. brother in Egypt.) 

“No doubt you i-eceived my subscrip¬ 
tion to The Fundamentalist, for 

which payment was to he made later. 
My sister also subscribed. 'We were 
not able, financially, to pay for it at 
that time, but trusted that enough 
business would come to enable us by 
the time payment was due. We were 
disappointed and not able to pay for 
even one subscription between us. I 
am writing jnst to explain. We con¬ 
sider it work for our Saviour and 
Master, and wanted to help. Perhaps 
we can later on.”—(From a sister of 
Brooklyn E.Y.) 

“I want a complete collection of 
back nurabei’s of The Fundamen¬ 

talist. Am enclosing $1.00. If it i.s 
more send the bill. Tt sounds good to 
me.”—(From a brother in Haverhill 
Mass.) 

“Will you please send me The Fun¬ 
damentalist. I thank you for the 
copy which I received last .Tune, and 
meant to have subscribed for it be¬ 
fore. Things are getting exciting at 
home and I want to know what is go¬ 
ing on. I have belonged to tbe Bible 
Union of China almost from the start 
—at least, as soon as I heard of its 
existence. Would T be eligible out 
here for membership in the Baptist 
Bible Union?”—(From missionary in 
China.) 

“Your letter about subscription * 
noted. I have appreciated tbe visits of 
The Fundamentalist and have kept 
in touch witli the movement back of 
Christ, as revealed in God's Word. 1 
am heartily in sympathy witli the 
movement and believe that it is being 
used of God to His glory. My present 
small salary of $1,000 and a family to 
support makes it rather unwise to 
send in subscription of one dollar. I 
am constantly having to deny myself 
of things that seem quite necessary. 
Thanks for the visits of The Funda¬ 
mentalist in the past. I shall look 
eagerly to ‘The Watchman-Examiner’ 
to note your progress in what I think 
is real kingdom work.”—(From, a pas- 
Tor of Vermont, to ^vhom The Funda- 

> MENTALIST is stUl being sent.) 

“With great interest and rejoicing I 
have noticed your valiant fight for the 
fundamentals of the faith, and in so 
doing prayed tliat the Lord may sus¬ 
tain you and give you sufficient 
strength for tbe battle. Through read¬ 
ing the ‘Searchlight’ of Fort Worth I 
was mads acquainted with your paper 
The Fundamentalist, and herewith 
enclose one dollar for a year’s sub¬ 
scription.”—(From a brother of New 
York.) 



are quite generally off of the European marf<et and we are 

consuming nearly all of our food at home, \^!I it be possible 

for the farmer to obtain a price for his prodflcts as far above 

pre-war as prices generally and as the wa^es of city labor. 

hen that day coities it will be impossible for labor to 

profiteer any longer'fat the expense of the ^farmer. Farmer 

and laboring man may then possibly be able to sit down and 

counsel together. For the next five or ten years, however, it 

would seem that organized labor is chiefly ifiterested in using 

farmers to pull itsppolitical chestnuts out oji the fire. Labor 

has no intention of foregoing any part of Its present tempo¬ 

rary economic ad^ntage at the expense of *the farmer. It is 

as hopeless to exj^ct that laborers will givefup their profiteer¬ 

ing advantage as: it would have been to ekpect the farmers 

to give up their ^-femporary profiteering advantage which they 

had back in and 1918. . . . For &}ie time being, the 

one thing for organized farmers to remefiiber is that high 

wages cannot purt them if they restrict meir production to 

a point where*^ there is very little surplus! to put on an im¬ 

poverished !^uropean market. Once f*m production is 

C 

brought do\'^ to this point it will be Ipossible for farm 

products tOj- rise in line with the wages pf union labor, no 

matter if farmers are not organized. In fact, in our opinion, 

the most irfiportant thing with farmers ispot so much organi¬ 

zation to ^ntrol the distribution as it isrorganization to con¬ 

trol the pjfoduction.” But are the peop^ of Europe going to 

be able t6 maintain themselves at full efficiency without the 

crops fr^m the United States? Must not in some way re¬ 

organize the economic life so that thelpeople who need food 

can it, even though the sellers of/the food have to wait 

to receive their money? 

UU'tA 

TKa STOBY QF tCHB STSNOSBAPKEI^ 

S o m e e rtn^^ ■A- a middle ap¬ 

plied for a position as a stenographer with the Baptist For- 

eign Mission Society. Her name was Bertha D. Hensha%V. 

For eight years she had been a missionary in China under 

the Christian Alliance Board. Family reasons prevented her 

return to the mission field and she went to work as a ste¬ 

nographer in New York. As such she secured a position 

with the Baptist Foreign Mission Society, doing most of her 1 

work for Dr. James H. Franklin, one of the secretaries. She 

was an intense “Fundamentalist.” It became evident to her, 

from some of the letters that passed through her hands, that 

some of the men on the foreign mission field saw Christianity 

in a different light from what she did. They were interested 

in helping to upbuild the Kingdom of God on earth as well 

as in bringing individuals into “the captivity of Christ.” Such 

ideas did not fit in with her understanding of religion. She 

proceeded to note down instances of the expression of what 

she would have called “modernism.” Then she resigned and 

took it upon herself to go to her former chief. Dr. Frank¬ 

lin, and ask to appear before the Baptist Foreign Mission 

Board with members of the Executive Committee of the 

Fundamentalist League, in order to accuse some of the mis¬ 

sionaries and perhaps Dr. Franklin himself of holding ‘'mod¬ 

ern” views. The Fundamentalist League is what its name 

implies, a propaganda organization for “Fundamentalism.” 

It is headed by the noisy Fundamentalist, John Roach Stra- 

ton. Dr. Franklin asked Miss Henshaw to put her charges 

in writing. Miss Henshaw straightway went to Dr. Straton. /" 

Dr. Straton’s conscience joes not seem to have been troubled(^*^) 



by the fact that Miss Henshaw had secured her information 

by what was little short of a criminal ac.t. Anything was 

grist for his mill. So he and a committee of thirty of his 

fellows approached the Officers’ Council of the Foreign Mis¬ 

sion Society with the request that they be allowed to see 

some of the letters in the Society’s files. The Officers’ Coun¬ 

cil referred their petition to the Board of Managers. Stra- 

ton and his fellows did not have a particularly pleasant three 

hours with the managers. To their minds, Mornay Williams, 

the distinguished vice chairman, who presided, had a "preju¬ 

diced and sarcastic attitude." No wonder! The Board of 

Managers insisted that the complainants put their charges in 

writing. Dr. Straton and the others have promised to do so, 

but they have not as yet. That is not wholly unnatural. If, 

without authorization of the Society they publish any part of 

the letters which Miss Henshaw reports, they will break the 

law. So nearly do their proceedings verge on the criminal. 

But putting aside the legal aspects of the cdse, liow dignified 

is the position of these self-appointed judges,,raising the 

wind on the basis of the tittle tattle of a stenographer! We 

trust that the Baptist Foreign Mission Society will fight this 

tiling through. Above all, we trust that Dr. Franklin may 

not be moved by the threats of the Fundamentalists to give 

up his position with the Society. He is proving himself one 

of the foreign mission statesmen of the country. He is com¬ 

ing to rate with such men as Dr. Speer of the Presbyterian 

Board, Dr. Barton of the American Board, Dr. Frank Mason 

North of the Methodist Board. May the Baptist Foreign Mis¬ 

sion Society have more Christian courage than did the South¬ 

ern Methodist University in Texas. The Texas college fin¬ 

ally yielded to the attack against Professor Rice, led by Frank 

Norris, the Dallas Fundamentalist. It is hard to believe that 

that is the way for a denomination, a college or a missionary 

society to stand out for the best in the world. May the Baptist 

Foreign Missionar)’ Society continue to stand vSfltantly for 

the liberty of the Baptist tradition, and not be afraid, if neces¬ 

sary. to suffer for righteousness sake. Ultimately that will 

be the course most successful financially as well as spiritually. 

ASE BAPTISTS UNWBIiCOMB IN SWEDEN? 

SOME time since The Christian Work implied to some 

of its readers that non-Lutheran churches were not 

quite welcome in Scandinavia, indeed, that they were 

looked upon as interlopers. The experience of the Ameri¬ 

can delegates at the recent World Conference of the Bap¬ 

tists in Stockholm would suggest that as a matter of fact the 

Swedes felt very cordially toward the representatives of that 

communion. One of the- American delegates, Dr. Harry S. 

Myers, a Secretary of the Board of Promotion of the North¬ 

ern Baptist Convention, writes: 

"When I reached Stockholm I had a very sore infected 

finger that I had brought from EnglanAs As soon as I had 

finished some necessary business I asked for a doctor. After 

several telephone calls I was taken to the hospital by a 

Swede whom I had met an hour before and was in^mediately 

attended by a doctor. I was asked to return the next day, 

and I went daily until it was well. I had learned a Swedish 

phrase which meant ‘Many thanks,’ and this was all they j 

would accept. I was a guest of the city. j* 

"The Prince, the Prime Minister, and many ministers at- i 

tended the sessions of the Baptist Congress and expressed i 

the most friendly interest in its sessiojis._ The policemen are_ ■ 
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The discussion of religious subjects to be met with in every sort of 
print is not only good but indicative. It means a more widely scattered 
and a more serious questioning than has ever happened in our time. The 
questions are intelligent and arise out of every day thinking and the en¬ 
largement of the general freedom which we inherit. Ministers have to 
think and study as they never did in the past when there was less freedom 
of thought and moj-e exercise of authority. Christianity is being discussed 
today irrespective of all the discussions of past days. Old theologies are 
being weighed—creeds are being criticised—sanctions of past satisfactions 
are being examined with reference to their fitness to satisfy the modern 
man with his complex modern problerhs. If any one’s faith in Christianity 
depends upon either a creed or a miracle or upon some special theological 
expression wrought in the remote conflicts of Church Councils or fash¬ 
ioned by human debate and decision—he is actuated by motives that do 
him small credit as a thoughtful person and cause him to render feeble 
assistance to a religion which does not in the least depend for its vitality or 
vocation upon these symbolic and useful vehicles of religion’s swaddling 
clothes. To those whose vision is neither dimmed by too much fixity upon 
non-essentials, nor blurred by the excessive demands of temperament, the 
present is full of reasonable hope and the future fraught with spiritual 
promise. This is no time for a theological leash.but a time of confident 

^expectation in the realm of religious liberty. The religion of Jesus was 
never as sublime as now, never so thrilling to sound imagination as to-day 
and never so fundamentally necessary in human affairs as at present and 
what is more the wisest thinkers are being forced and not persuaded to deal 

with that spiritual issue. The timid and the unthinking take alarm at the 
bare-handed examination of time honored satisfactions, but to those who 
can think without unreasonable prejudice there is a justifiable enthusiasm 
in which they thank God and take courage. 

No one who is faithfully trying to fashion his belief and behaviour 
according to the Master’s teaching need fear the complicated terms in 
which some discuss their theology nor the assaults made upon those who 
strive for reality and simplicity in worship and faith. There are many 
types of mind and temperament, and while it is certain the Gospel is both 
simple and liberal, it is also certain that many who believe this are quite 

as narrow, hard and difficult as can be found in any school of thought. It 
is not the school to which we belong that settles our real discipleship—• 

though many seem to think so—'but it is the spirit in our fffe.If we know 
m “what spirit »V8 are of” we are very well off. K, R. ^ 
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Staff Meeting at the Memorial House, 
Tuesday morning, Nov. 27th, at 9:15. 

November 25, 1923. 

Hours of Service. 

8:00 A.M. Holy Communion. 
9:45 A.M. Sunday School. 

11.00 A.M. Morning Prayer and Sermon. 
Children’s Sunday School in 
Chapel during the Sermon. 

4:C0 P.M. Vesper Service. 
8.00 P.M. Evening Prayer and Sermon. 

of ^pek 
Daily, Morning Prayer, 9:00 A. M. 
Wednesday, Chapel, 8:00 P. M. 
Thanksgiving Day, 10:30 A. M. 

fills 
Memorial Building: Mr. Kinsolving. 

Deaconess House; Miss. Holeman. 

Today—1! :00 A.M. Dr. Chas. H. Boynton. 
4:00 P.M. Mr. Gabler. 
8:00 P.M. Mr. Kinsolving. 

Wednesday—8:00 P.M. The Rector. 
Thanksgiving Day—10:30 A.M. The Rector. 

The Collection today is for Current Ex¬ 
penses. 

Thanksgiving. Contributions are asked 
in order to send Thanksgiving dinners to 
those who would have little to specialize 
the day if it were not for what can be 
brought into their homes through your gen¬ 
erosity. Send contributions to Deaconess' 
House, 208 East 16th Street, or to the 
Rector, 

Important Dates to Keep. 

Church Decoration, Thursday evening, 8 
P. M., Dec. 20. 

Christmas Day, 7 A. M. and 10:30 A, M., 
Dec 25. 

Sunday School Christmas Tree. Wednesday, 
evening, 8:00 P. M.. Dec. 26. 

Watch Night Service, 11:00 P. M., Dec. 31. 

Thanksgiving Day Service will be 
at 10:30 A. M. The service v/ill consist 
of brief Morning Prayer and the Holy Com¬ 
munion with an address. The service will 

1 last about an hour. 

SIT WHERE YOU PLEASE, ALL SEATS FREE 



CORRECTED PROGRAM 

Baptist Fandamentaiist Mass Meetiitgs 

Auspices of 

The Baptist Bible Union of 'North America and The Baptist 
Fundamentalist Leagite of Qreater New York and Vicinity 

CALVARY BAPTIST CHURCH 
West 57th Street, New York City 

SUNDAY, Deeeniber 2 y IfHJ 

Oaly Brooklyn Meeting—Greenwood Baptist Church 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Pov/er. 
3.00 Address: Dr. A. C. Dixon, “An Infallible Bible”. 

Calvary Church 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
3.CW Address: Dr. William B. Riley and Dr. J. Frank Norris, 

“An Infallible Bible”. 

MONDAY, December 3 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
3.00 Address: Dr. W. L. Pettingill, “The Deity of Christ”. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
8.00 Address: Dr. T, T. Shields, “The Liberty of Faith vs. 

The License of Infidelity. Cleansing our Denomi¬ 
nation of Skeptical Critics”. 

TUESDAY, Dessasber 4 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
3.00 Address: Speaker and Subject to be announced. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
8.00 Address: Speaker and Subject to be announced. 

WEDNESDAY, December 5 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power, 
3,00 Address: Dr. R. E. Neighbour, ‘The Vicarious 

Atonement”. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Pov/er. 
8.00 Address: Dr, W. B, Riley, “Hierarchical Tendencies 

Intolerable to True Baptists”. 

THURSDAY, December 6 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
3.00 Address: Dr. Oliver W. Van Osdel, ‘ Prayer and the 

Supernatural”, 

4.00 Address: Dr. J. W. Porter, “Regeneration, Salvation 
and Church Membership”. 

7.30 Address: Dr. j. W, Porter, “Evolution, the Mother of 
Heresies”. 

8.30 Address: Dr, John Roach Straton, “The Menace of 
Modernism on Mission Fields”. 

FRIDAY, December 1 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
3.00 Address: Dr. G. W. Swope, “The Personal Return of 

Christ Essential to Complete Redemption”. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 
8.00 Address: Dr. Charles Morris, of Boydton, Va. 

Open conference for pastors and laymen daily 10.30 to 12. 
Discussion of practical problems. 



Programme of 

Baptist Fundamentalist 
Mass Meetings 

Calvary Baptist Church 

New York 

123 West 57th Street 

■ ! December 2ncl to 7th, 1923 

Under the Auspices of 

The Baptist Bible Union of 

North America 
and 

The Baptist Fundamentalist 

League of Greater New 

York and Vicinity 

A Call to Fundamentalists 



A Call to Fundamentalists 
The Fundamentalist Organizations named on the title page 

hereby earnestly invite all Baptist Fundamentalists who can pos¬ 
sibly do so to attend these great meetings and thus to assist to 
make “a demonstration in force” against the antichristian doctrine 

and practices of Modernism within the Baptist Denomination. 
This series of meetings will be the first of several such 

demonstrations to be held in different parts of the country 
within the next few months. The object is to reaffirm the 

historic Baptist belief in the divine inspiration and authority of 
the Bible: and the doctrines of Supernaturalism characteristic 
of Evangelical Christianity, such as the Virgin Birth, the Physical 
Resurrection and Essential Deity of Christ; the Vicarious 

Atonement; the New Birth; the Second Personal Coming of 
Christ in His glorified Body; and also to afford expression of 
the Baptist determination to seek such help of God as will bring 

those among their number who deny these fundamentals of the 
Faith to repentance, and thus to a return 'to Evangelical Faith, 

or otherwise to take such measures as will ultimately effect the 
expulsion from the Denomination of those who deny these great 

fundamental doctrines of Divine Revelation upon which the 

Baptist Denomination stands. 
We invite all believers in the Supernaturalism of the Christian 

Faith by prayer and effort to co-operate with us in making these 
meetings a mighty witness for Christ, and for ‘‘the faith once 

for all delivered to the saints”; and we especially urge all 

Baptists—for all true Baptists are Supernaturalists in belief— 

to endeavour to attend these meetings. 

Explanation of the Plan of the Programme. 

The Programme aims to set forth by means of carefully pre¬ 

pared addresses, first, the great essentials of the Christian Faith; 
and secondly, the imperative necessity of applying the prin¬ 

ciples of our great fundamental doctrines to all our denomina¬ 
tional activities, including the life of the local church, and our 

missionary, publication, and educational enterprises. 

Meetings for Real Prayer. 

It is intended that the most important feature of the Pro¬ 
gramme shall be the Prayer Period in connection with every 

session of the Meeting. Those who profess belief in the Super¬ 

naturalism of the Christian religion should be foremost in 
demonstrating the Supernatural. We believe the cause of 

Supernaturalism can triumph only by the supernatural power of 

the Holy Ghost, and that Kis power will be exercised to-day. 
as^Mways, in answer to prayer. We therefore urge all who 

read these words to regard the Prayer Period of each session 

as the most important part of the session You are invited to 

attend, not to hear addresses on prayer, but to practise what you 
already know about prayer,—to attend actually to pray for the 



power of the Holy Ghost to accompany every word that shall 

be spoken. 

By this means, it may be, many who will attend in a critical 

attitude because they have been “carried about by every wind of 

doctrine, by the sleight of men, and cunning craftiness whereby 

they lie in wait to deceive,” will themselves experience a super¬ 

natural revival of faith in the Supernatural. Let us expect the 

conversion of sinners, the return of Modernist backsliders to 

their first Love, and the reconsecration of true believers to the 

service of our Sovereign Lord and King Who died for us all. 

Thus these great New York meetings may prove the beginning 

of a great spiritual revival which shall sweep through our 

beloved Baptist Denomination on this Continent like a purifying 

Fire, consuming the wood, hay, and stubble of Modernism, and 

leaving only the gold, silver, and precious stones, of faith, hope, 

and love, resting upon the only Foundation which can endure, 

which is Christ Jesus. 

The Speakers. 

Owing to the necessity of printing the Programme before we 

have been able to receive the consent of certain brethren to 

speak on the subjects assigned to them, we have not in this 

Programme set names opposite the subjects announced. The 

names of the speakers for each session will be announced in the 

New York papers and from the platform in advance of each 

session. We have pleasure, however, in announcing among 

those who will conduct the Prayer Periods or delivet -Addresses 

will be the following: 

A. C. Dixon, of Baltimore; H. Grattan Dockrell, of Ossington, 

N.Y.; Geo. Douglas, Flushing, N.Y.; Harry Leach, Hackensack, 

N.J.; Chas. F. McKoy, Brooklyn, N.Y.; E. C. Miller, N.Y.*, 

R. E. Neighbour, Elyria, O.; J. Frank Norris, Fort Worth, 

Texas; Francis O’Brien, Brooklyn, N.Y.; Wm. L. Pettingill, 

Philadelphia. Pa.; J. W. Porter, Louisville, Ky.; W. B. Riley, 

Minneapolis. Minn.; Geo. Rittenhouse, Max Schimpf, Brooklyn, 

N.Y.: T. T. Shields, Toronto, Canada; John Roach Straton, 

N.Y.: Carey Thomas, Philadelphia. Pa.; Oliver W. Van Osdel, 

Grand Rapids, Mich., and others. 

PROGRAMME. 

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 2nd, 1923. 

I, 

At Calvary Baptist Church, N.Y. 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

3.00 Address: An Infallible Bible the First Essential of the 

Baptist Faith. 

II. 

At Greenwood Ave. Baptist Church, Brooklyn. 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power, 

3.00 Address: An InfalHhlc Bible the First Essential of the 

Baptist Faith. 



MONDAY TO FRIDAY, DSC. 3rd TO 7th. 

Aftsmooii and Etrtnmg Meetings in Calvary Baptist Charch, N.Y. 

MONDAY. 

III. 

2.38 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

sioO Address: The Deity of Christ. Including the Virgin Birth 

and the Physical Resurrection, Indispensable to 

Evangelical Faith. 

IV. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

8.Q0 Address: The Necessity of Cleansing the Baptist Denom¬ 

ination of Sceptical Critics. 

TUESDAY. 

V. 

2 30 Fundamentalists at Prayer lor the Holy Spirit's Power, 

3.00 Address: The Vicarious Atonement Essentia! to Faith 

and Felicwship. 

VI. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit's Power. 

8.00 Address: The Present Hierarchical Tendencies Within the 

Denomination Intolerable to True Baptists. 

WEDNESDAY, 

VII. 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

3.00 Address: Regeneration a Condition of Salvation and of 

Baptist Church Membership. 

VIII. 

4.00 Address: The Liberty of Faith vs. The License of Infidelity. 

IX. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

8.00 Address: The Duty of Awakening the Denomination to 

the Menace of Modernism on Mission Fields. 

THURSDAY. 

X. 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

3.00 Address: Prayer and the Demonstration of the Super¬ 

natural Essential to Christian Witness. 

4.00 An Hour of Prayer. 

XL 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

8.00 Address: The Duty of Exposing and Opposing Heretical 

Teaching in Baptist Institutions. 

FRIDAY. 

XIL 

2.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

3.00 Address: The Personal Return of Christ the Scriptural 

Essential to Complete Redemption. 

XIII. 

7.30 Fundamentalists at Prayer for the Holy Spirit’s Power. 

4.00 Address: The Recognition of Evolution as tbs Frolihe 

Mother of Modern Heresies, 



AU In all, the gathering of the Baptist funda¬ 
mentalists at Calvary Church has turned out to 
be a bad-humored affair. There was Dr. Shields, 
President of the Baptist Bible Union of North 
America, who announced that he would not sit 
on the same platform, put his feet under the same 
table or break bread with Dr. Faunce of Brown 
University. And there was the Rev. Dr. William 
L. Pettlngill, President of the Philadelphia Bible 
School, who frankly said and loudly admitted 
that all who did not agree ^ith him to the letter 
would go to hell. 

This exhibition of faith, hope and charity was 
designed, so it was said, to foil Satan, who appar¬ 
ently has just about collared all of the sclentiflc, 
all of the scholarly and most of the religious 
thought of our time. Dr. Faunde, the Rev. Harry 
Emerson Fosdick and others are guilty of two 
crimes, according to Dr. Shields and Dr. Pettln- 
gilh One is the crime of heresy, for which they will 
be eternally punished. The other is the crime of be¬ 
longing to the Baptist Church, from which these 
ferocious fundamentalistswould like to expel them. 

Dr. Faunce and Dr. Fosdick can probably bear 
up under the thought that they will not be at 
lowed to eat dinner with Dr. Shields. There are 
worse punishments than that. They can prob¬ 
ably bear the thought too that their chances here¬ 
after will be no worse than Dr. PettlnglU’s. And 
the Question of whether they shall be allowed to 
remain members of the Baptist Church will not 
be settled by vituperation on 57th Street. 

But what must strike them forcibly, as it has 
struck other observers of tbis gathering, is the 
quality of soul which Fundamentalism seems (o 
produce. These men claim to not only by 
the spirit but by the very letter of the Bible. 
They assert that every word of it Is literally in¬ 
spired and Is a Divine truth. And yet, thinking 
all that, when they come to deal with disagree¬ 
ment on an article of doctrine, they are filled 

. with bitterness and eaten with hate. 
Not one note of the humility of Jesus Is found 

in the speeches of these men. Not one note of 
charity. Not one note of forgiveness. Not one 
note of gentleness. But instead curses and pug- 
jiaciQ;-, fire and brimstone and all uncharltable- 
tiess. It is amazing how little of the spirit of 
the Gospels prevailed in the savage anger of the 
fundamentalists at Calvary Church. 

No doubt they are sincere and believe they are 
serving the truth. But how pitiable It is that 
men should set up as judges of the orthodoxy of 
All mankind and then betray themselves not only 
as stubborn opponents of human reason hut as 
altogether incapable of practicing the religion 
which they think they art defending. For what 

' future can there be in this world for a theological 
sect which rejects the findings of the intellect 
and then substitutes for the teaching of charity 
an indulgence in rather foul-mouthed abuse 

If this is fundamentalism In action, one can 
only feel sorry for the fundamentalists. They are 
fighting a rear-guard action in which they are 
bound not only to be defeated but to lose without 
winning the respect of the victors. That need 
not have been so. Were they content to affirm 
what they believe, they might go down bravely 
like many others who have clung to beaten causes. 
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MODERNISTS QUIT ’ 
MEETING IN ANGER 

Declare Dr. Straton Made 

Defamatory Charges in De¬ 

fense of Fundamentalists. 

PASTOR SAYS UNITY IS GONE 

Declares New Element a Menace to 

Baptist and Other Foreign 

Dr. John Roach Straton, pastor of Cal- ' 
vary Baptist Church. 123 'West Fifty- 
seventh Street, where during this week 
a series of mass meetings of the Baptist - 
fundamentalists are being held to as- “ 
sert their belief that the Bible is the 
infallible Word of God, carried the fight 
against the modernists a step further 
yesterday. In an address on the men- , 
ace of modernism in mission fields he 
charged that tlio Baptist Foreign Mis- ' 
slon boards are In complete control of ,, 
tlie modernists, who are “starving” or ' 
"freezing” out all American mission-', 
arlcs who do not accept and promulgate, 
their views. 

He asserted that In connection with 
the work in foreign fields a thing “alien' 
to us as Baptists has reared its ugly • 
head"—a changed viewpoint concerning . 
the very fundamentals of the Baptist 
creed. The Baptist leaders are poisoned . 
by modernism, he said. 

Many modernists, who have been at¬ 
tending the meetings at the church, , 
walked out of the building yesterday' 
afternoon, announcing they “could 
stand it no longer." They charged that' 

reckless and defainatory charges had 
been made from Dr. Straton's pulpit, 
and some threatened to “disrupt” the - 
meetings if the fundamentalists car-' 
rled out their program as announced. 

One of these objectors, who It Is said. 
holds a prominent position with the 
Baptist Theological Seminary at Koches- 
ter, N. Y., but who said his name was 
'•John H. Nemo," after attending the 
meeting remarked: 
~ -beeause—I-could-not con¬ 
trol a desire to break up the proceed¬ 
ings by rising to my feet ajid publicly 
offering up a prayer to God to soften 
the bitter, unyielding views of these 
uncompromising dogmatists. Look at 
the faces of tlie speakers. They are 
hard and obstinate. To argue on ra.- . 
tional grounds with them would be 
futile. The trouble Is there are a lot 

of silly people who g^ilp down the 
fundamentalist fare offered them. Why, 
they'll be talking about the infallibility 
of the Pope next." 

Dr. Straton announced yesterday that 
the Rev. Charles F. Potter of the West' 
Side Unitarian Church, who Is cham¬ 
pioning the cause of the modernists, 

and who has challenged Dr. Straton 
(0 a series of three public debates on ^ 
the fundamentalist tenets. Is to meet 
him today to arrange the details of tliC' 
debate. Dr. Straton said the first de- ' 
bate would be held early next week, 
and the ot’ner two at intervals of a. 

fortnight, to let the public digest the 
opposing views and form their own con¬ 

clusions. 
“I have no bitter feelings against Dr. 

Potter,” Dr. Straton said, “and I hope 
he bears none against me. He has ut¬ 
tered some pretty hard words, but I 
dare say he has cooled down in Uf 

meanwhile." 
In his address on foreign mission; 

work Dr. Straton said In part: 
"It-is numlliatlng and most distressing 

that we should have to admit that W'l 
are now torn asunder into warring 
camps. The old unity and fraternity 
are gone, and with these things tiio old 
time zeal and enthusiasm for the mis¬ 
sionary enterprise, of necessity, has also- 
gone in part. Our conventions for year.^ 

now have been centres of stern debate 
and acrimonious discussion. Wliy? Be¬ 

cause. my friends, a thing that is alien 
to us as Baptists, and alien to the. New 
Testament, has reared its ugly head in 
our midst. A changed viewpoint con- ■ 
cvruhig the very fundamental tenets of 
our Baptist faith has come into b.ring, 
and with this changed Niewpoint there 
has come about al.;o a changed em¬ 
phasis, and v.-e are divided today be¬ 
cause we have lost Uie unity of the 
faith. . . 

"So widespread and aggi'csslve na.- • 
modernism become upon the foreign 
fields that the true believers among tlie 
missionaVies of all denominations have' 
had to come together to form nnion.-i' 
for the defense of the faith. The Bible 
Union In China and similar organiza¬ 
tions In India and elsewhere are ample 
proofs that the ruinous effects of mod¬ 
ernism are widespread upon the foreign 
field. This Is true not only among the 
Baptist missionaries but the missionaries ' 
of all other denominations." 



aptTst FundaftientaliSt 
ig ijut to save New York (and doubtless 

the world) by a process of exclusion. The 
first step Is the sentencing to hell of all 
other Baptists. Among the headliners at 
Calvary Church last week were the Rev. Dr. 

Frank Norris of Texas, who takes an 
awful chance by saying that he would be- 
llev-e God made some of his Fundamentalist 
brethren out of donkeys or gorillas If God told 
him so; Dr. T. T. Shields of Toronto, who 
knows the names of all the enemies of 
Christ, and tells them; and Dr. W. D. Pet- 
tlngill of Philadelphia, who explains who is 
going to hell and who isn’t, and uses lan¬ 
guage in the pulpit which would be regarded 
as blasphemous if employed anywhere else. 

All credit to these earnest gentlemen; but It 
may be submitted that Baptists who go into 
the binding-and-loosing business are 
strange ground, where they will have to com; 
pete with old established institutions. A good 
many Protestants will feel that. If we must 
have a Pope, it Is better to have one Pope 
trained for his calling and selected for his 
merits than a whole flock of bush-league 

Popes with no speclai qualifications except a 
desire to send their enemies to hell. 

Yet there is nothing particularly Inhuman 
about the Fundamentalists, though their 
usurping the functions of the Deity seems a 

little out of proportion. They know that 
Faunce and Fosdlck are going to hell, but 
lovers of Joseph Conrad’s novels are Just as 
sure that people who don't love Conrad's 

novels ire going to hell, and some of us will 

be reaspnably reconciled to hell if there is 
nobody there who talks about Conrad. 
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EPISCOPAL MODERNS 
PROCUIM PDRPOSE5 
Union Reaffirms Right to Inter* 

pret Bible in the Light 

of Science. ' 

FOR FREEDOM OF WORSHIP 

"The Mind of the Fundamentalist,** 

Says Dr. Tyson, "Is Closed 

»y to New ?Vuth.’’ ___ _ 

TOe belief that New Testament char¬ 
acters “possessed of devils” were af- 

' fllcted only with "severe nervous and 
I mental disorders" is typical of the new 
' Interpretation put on tho Scriptures by 

1 the Modern Churchman’s Union of 
; America, according to the Rev. Dr. 
' Stuart D. Tyson, who yesterday made 
public the details of the recent reorgan¬ 
ization of the modernist movement with- 

, In tho Protestant Episcopal Church. 
The Modern Churchmen's Union Is 
headed by the Rev. Dr. Elwood Worces¬ 
ter, rector of Emmanuel Church, Bos¬ 
ton, who on Thursday launched tho 
union's attack on the pastoral letter of 

the Episcopal Bishops. 
At a meeting several days ago in Bos¬ 

ton the Modern Churchmen's Union, ac¬ 
cording to Dr. Tyson, reaffirmed its 
original principles laid down at a meet¬ 
ing in New York a year ago. The prin¬ 
ciples of the moderns include an affirm¬ 
ation of their right to intei-pret the 
Bible In the light of modern science, to 
aid In the reunion of Christendom and 
the co-operation and fellowship among 
Protestant churches, to carry the gospel 
to the unchurched, to further the appli¬ 
cation of the principles of Christ In all 
industrial, social and International rela¬ 

tions, to encourage freedom In church 
worship, to emphasize Christian life as 

personal fellowship with God and “to 
study with sympathy those movements 
and tendencies of thought which are 

mystical In character." 

Union Includes SOO Clergymen. 

The Modern Churchmen's Union, ac¬ 
cording to. Dr. Tyson, now Includes 
about 500 of the progressive clergy In the 
Episcopal Church, w-ho bave-started out 
to set their own house In order before 
endeavoring to ftiduce other denomina¬ 
tions to join in the progressive move¬ 

ment. Dr. Tyson said; . 
"To carry out these principles the 

union will circulate the organ of the 
English Union, called The Modern 
Churchman; will publish pamphlets and 
books embodying at once the beat 
scholarship and entire loyalty to the 
Jesus of history and the spirit of the 
Episcopal Church; will conduct group 
discussions on the modern problems of 
religion and furnish accredited teachers 
ana preacfttrs to visit such localities as 
its members may desire. 

“It should be clearly understood that 
the union is not a partisan organization 
and that It has no Interest In ecclesias¬ 
tical politics. The cleavage between 
liberal thought and so-called funda¬ 
mentalism is not vertical but horizon¬ 
tal. The union opposes only that ob¬ 
scurantism which la to be found m all 
parlies in the Church. Yet Its methods 
will be constructive rather than contro¬ 
versial. It will strive to pinmote the 
catholic conception of comprehension 
and not th: sectarian idea of exclusion. 
11 will try to speak the truth in love. 
It believes that the truth will prevail 
and that it need.s no legal enactments 
to prove or enforce it.” 

ICxplalns Modernist Victr. 

At the recent meeting the union, ac¬ 

cording to Dr. Tyson, elected Dr. Wor¬ 
cester President and an Executive 
Committee including Dr. Worcester, 

.hree officers. Dr. Tyson. Vice Presi¬ 
dent; Rev. Dr. C. M. Addison Corre¬ 
sponding Secretary; Rev. H. N. Arrow- 
smith. Recording Secretary; George 

Poster Peabody, Treasurer, and four 
elected members. Rev. W. W. Hobson, 
and the Rev Dr. Samuel McComb. the 
Rev. Dr. Philemon F. Slurges, the Rev, 

Dr. H- K* Sherrill and the Rev. Dr. 

'''comm™Tl'ng''oii tho illvision hetween 
the fundamentalists and the model nlsts, 

^^"The*mlml*1)f the 
close.l to new truth. For him the faith 
has once for all been delivered to the 
saints ' The modernist bdleves that 
ihls attitude of mtn*? If In complete con¬ 
tradiction to tho spirit of Chrl.st. 

"The Ideal of the Church Jrorn the 
modernist standpoint Is that It shouM 
be comprehensive and many-sided. He 
has not the slightest wish to cast out 
from the Church his fundamentalist 
brother. He stands solely for the prin¬ 
ciple of freedom and truth. Ho en¬ 
deavors to explain everything In the 
llHht of modern knowledge- ^ , 

"The modernists are not concerned In 
denying anything, nor are we pneerned 
to make war on anybody. Our work 
Is wholly constructive—to teach religion 
that will help twentieth-century people. 
The New Testament again and again 
speaks of people 'possessed of devils. 
We explain that today In terms of mod¬ 
ern therapeutics that those people had 
severe nervous and mental troubles." 



^je3ttr JJjjtk THE WEATHER 
Cloudy nnd colder today; Tuesday 
^fair and cold; ^northwest galea. 

NEW YORK, MONDAY. DECEMBER 17. 1923. TWO CENTS Font CE.NTB 

ReconstrncHon of Rkams 

May Be Completed in 5 Years 

RHSIMS. France. Doc. 10.—The 
Rhclms Co-operatlvo Society tor 
the Reconstruction of Rhelms held 
a general meeting today under the 
Presidency of the Marqula dc Po- 
ilgnac. 

Tho Mamuls In outlining the 
fourth year of tho work of tho so¬ 
ciety sold that 1SO,000.000 francs 
had been spent in Rhclms during 
tho present year and that If the 
State was able to continue its aid 
in the work tho reconstruction of 
Rhelms should bo completed within 
rive years. 

FIND MERICI DATE 
RECORDED 6i3 B. C, 

First Calendar in the West Set 

by the Highly Civilized 

Mayas of Yucatan. 

AN EINSTEIN AMONG THEM 

Dr.Spinden of Peabody Museum 

Discovers Ancient Scientist 

Knew Relativity Theory. 

A story of remarkable intellectual ad¬ 
venture and scientific achievement was 
told yesterday In a statement Issued by 
the Peabody Museum of Harvard Uni¬ 
versity. It revealed the discover}' of 
the first two dates In American history, 
os the result of the recent expedition to 
tho peninsula of Tucatan In Central 
America, headed by Dr. Herbert J. Spln- 
den of the museum's scientific staff. 

The first date discovered was Aug. G. 
013 B. C., according to our present sys¬ 
tem of counting time. This date marked 
Iho first day In the record of time by 
the Moyas, that highly civilized race df 

I Indians who inhabited Yucatan and 
I other parts of Central America for cen- 
1 turics before Columbus discovered the 
New World. The second date—Dec. 10, 
hSO B. C-—marked the formal beginning 

jOf the inari-clous Mayan day-by-day 
halendsr, based on scientific observa- 
jlions. which was kept intact for 2.000 

Discover}' of these date 
(Bpinden's studies of the 
‘iPOhuments In the anclei 

followed 1 
date, on I 
Mnyai ipcnumenti in me ancient unyan ciues^^^^ 

JiSh ftj. kblS 
(proof of his day-by-day correlation of 
Ithe Mayan calendar In our sj-stem of 
■ rountlng Umc to correspond with ihb 
.oldest recorded dates In the Maynn sys- 
Hsm. According to the onnounccnient 

I the museum. Dr. Splnd^n's achieve- 
a great triumph for 

|th4 American school of srchaeology 

WF.oni tne niui 
^Vnts have 
Ijh* AmerIC) 
JEE^st Oer . Oerman, French and Spanish 

. who advanced an entirety dif- 
'ferehi theory to account for tho Mayan 
dates. 

. Slayas Ahead Of Elnslelo. 
That a surprising Intellectual power 

lotlltcd In Central America before 
jCoJumbus discovered America Is empha- 
lsl'.ed In the announcement from the 

useum. Dr, Spinden, In a supplc- 
entary statement, adds the striking 

neory thsl.the Msyaa antlclpalod Ein¬ 
stein In the discovery of tba theory of 
relativity, and that they used this theory 
In calculating their calendar. Accord¬ 
ing to Dr. Spinden. the Moyas were a 
wonderfully advanced race In mathe¬ 
matical and astronomical genius. 

About 1.300.000 Indians In Mexico nnd 
Central America still speak the Maynn 
languages. Their ancient native culture 
exhibits the highest aboriginal develop¬ 
ment found upon the American conti¬ 
nent. They surpassed oil other Ameri¬ 
can Indians In their architecture, their 
calendar and their system' of hiero¬ 
glyphics. 

Dr. Spinden has spent years study¬ 
ing the Mayan hieroglyphics and tho 
dates on the monuments showing the 
Mayan system of counting time. He 
has written a history of the Mayan arts 
nnd has done much research work for 
the Peabody Museum, which for many 

has tpeclallsed In Central Amer- 

museum points out that scientists 
have been fascinated by the puzzle of 
the Mayan dates since the time of Alex¬ 
ander von Humboldt, and that Dr. Spln- 
den's solution of tho problem required 
great patience and Jngeniilty. 

"These positive and perfectly defined 
points In chronology, the uarllest dates 
in New World history," says tn- an- 
nfuncement from the museum, "prob¬ 
ably foil within the working yiars of 
one of the world's first scIvnUsIs, tho 
unknown mathematical and ostrononil- 

POiNGARE AGREES 
WITH LIMITATIONS 

Reserves Right to Consult Allies 

and Bars Treaty Revi¬ 

sion as Subiect. 

WILLING TO DISCUSS RUilR 

Insists Germany Still Violates 

Treaty as Regards Military 

Control Clause. 

MARX SEES TRIALS AHEAD 

Slreiemsnn Talk* of Humlllatlona 

—Sees No Need of Con¬ 

trol Board. 

SEE M’ADOO BEHIND 
PLANS OF RADICALS 

CwjrUht, IMZ. bj TM N." T.rt TlmM 
Special Cable la THS x»w YoiK nuts. 

PARIS. Dec. 16.—Premier Polncari'o 
written reply to the note submitted yes¬ 
terday to tho French Government by Dr. 
von Hocach. the Oerman Chargd 
d'Affaircs. was dispatched this avenlnc 
by the Qual d'Orsay to tho oerman 
Embassy. M- PoincarG telephoned tho 
draft of the reply to Brussels lost eve¬ 
ning and the Belgian Government ex¬ 
pressed Itself os entirely In accord with 
the French viewpoint. 

It is understood that the document, 
which Wllhclmstraase Is now studying, 
will permit the further conversations 
which tho German Govcmmenl strongly 
desires while at tho same time again 
laying down those points on which 
neither France nor Belgium considers U 
ixjsslble to give way. 

As regards reparations, M. Polncar* 
declares there can be no question of 
taking matters relating thereto from 
the hands of the Repsratlon Commis¬ 
sion, empowered to deal with them un¬ 
der the Peace Treaty, and revlelon of 

hlch can neither directly nor indirectly 
e considered. 
Regarding tho Ruhr and Rhineland 
iere can be no question of rcstrlcUng 
10 powers of tile Interallied High Coiii- 
ilsslon or of the Fmnco-Belglon au- 

Ihorllles. Apart from these questions of 
principle Franco Is quite renly lo dls- 

Ihe establishment cf a modus 

in 

Move Would Help His Third- 

Party Project by Curbing Rail 

Legislation, They Say. 

e-es tabus •SnStBIc hlch 
onditlons. 
The French note mentions 

whlcli la not included In the written 
submitted to hi. Polncard yes- 
Dr. von Hoesch. Tho French 

allied Disarmament Commlsslon'of Ger¬ 
many has not yet been able lo resume 

ictlvlties. So long as this Is thO' 
he odds, tho Reich cannot pretend 

that It Is loyally executing the clauses 
I the Versailles Treaty. 

Kesdy to Listen. Says Premier. 
PARIS, Dee. 10 (Associated Press).— 

The French Government has accepted. 
limitations, the Gormsn proposals 

submitted by Herr von Hoesch. Charg* 
Affaires, concerning conversations 

Germany desires lo enter Into with 
France, as well os Belgium, on the 
K-shr and Rhineland questions. 

PiisBivo reslslanco having apparently 
ceased in tho Ruhr. Premier PolncarS 
declares that he Is always ready to con- 

ivlth an 'Official representative of 
the German Government on all questions 

ilch this Government wishes to bring 
before him: at the same time he re- 

:s that he regards such questions 
C c^al Interest to the Allies, and 

therefore the French Government ro- 
s tho right of concerting with them 

before replying. 
With respect to reparations, the 

French CovemmenI, as It has frequently 
ucelared, will never consent to take that 
question out of tho hands of tho com- 
onlsslon Instituted by the treaty, nor 

insider any regulation not strictly con¬ 
forming with Iho treaty. 

Concerning (hu Rhine and tho Ruhr, 
1C reply says, the French Government 
as nothing to cliange In the views 
Iready set forth; It cannot agree to 
iko matters out of tho hands of iho 

Franco-Belglan authorities In the Ruhr, 
lor of the Interallied High Commission 
n the Ollier occupied territories. 
As to (he cstabllsbment of a modus 

'Ivcndl In cither of these regions, '* 
-'olncard Is fully disposed lo llstei, 
suggestions from tho Berlin Government 

■ communicate them. If circumstances 
__Jt, wiUt his opinion to competent au¬ 
thority. He will, notably, accept any 
discussion on prolongation of tho agree- 

Centinuc e Hlx. 

Greek Republicans Win in Two Provinces; 

Capital Is Monarchist in Orderly Election 

CopyrlKhl, 11123, by Thi 
ATHENS. Dec. 16.—Tho Republicans 

scored sweeping succejsca today In Ma- 

ATHENS. Dec. 18 (Assoclstod Press).— 
The long postponed elections arc taking 
place today throughout the country. Thus 
far there hove been no reports of dis¬ 
turbances. 

'The newspapers today print a state¬ 
ment by Premier Gonatns to tho cCfect 
that 1/ the UberaU win and ex-Prumler 
Vonlxclos Is returned it will be Uw .luly 
of the King to endeavor lo pursuade 
Vcnlzelos 10 assume the Promlerehip. 

M. Gonatas Is r«-porte*l to nave begged 
the King yesterday to disregard tumors 
conccrlng an upheaval or a coup d dial, 
as tho Government hod taken measures 
to make such an eventuality Impossible. 

Spfaial to The New York rimes. 
WABHINOTON. Dec. 10.—Ilolkan dlp- 

Ipmats In Washington today ridiculed 
the news report from Rome to the ef- 

VlAl". 

feet that the armed forces of Rumania 
and Yiigoelavla might bo sent against 
Greece If young King George It. were 
dethroned and a republic established on 

Cocrdslil. lo:i. tf Th« Sm reft Tlaw 
Optolal Cabin to Tits .vsw vons Ti 

VIENNA. Dec. IQ.—Among the many 
political rcfugocs now in Vienna 
lain cx-Mlnlilerj of Orrecc, „f whom 
two wen- Imprl'ioned and about to I 
si-nt-nrcd to death at the time the oihi 
UlniBlein w-ro txnogted, hut wore ub 
t.i esuapj through the Intorvonllon u 
the allied iwwets. eipeclally England 
i.nd Italy. 

Thro*, p'dlildans yesterday addresnetl 
i\ pifitrt.l through foreign reprosrntallvoi 
here against the elecllcns which aro be. 
.. ogalnst 

they say piovalls In 

Tl,.i protest maintains that tho Oreoli 
elections are fraudulent unu that the re. 
suits will be entirely ronirary lo the 
wishes of tho people, oppressed by thv 
rtvuluilonury army and depilvod of iholi 
lights ns cltUetia. 

FI.ORin.t M •D.VHT I.IMITRD—Pen 

i ^kslcre*/—A4*l, Cm.. Wasbioglua.' Utiles 14> W,It bl.—Advt. 

Borah Denies Candidacy 

For President on Any Ticket 

WASHINGTON. Deo. 16.-SonatoT 
Borah of Idaho "Is not a candidate 
lor tho Preshlcntlal nomination of 
any party," he said today In dis¬ 
cussing a prediction of Frank E. 
Johnossc at Boise, Idaho, last night 
that ho would soon announce his 
candidacy for President on the Pro¬ 
gressive ticket. 

A dispatch from Boise last iilght 
quoted Frank B. Johnease. State 
Chairman of the Progressive Party, 
as predicting Iho announcement of 
Senator BoroJi's eandldocy within 
ninety days. 

He declared that the Senator re¬ 
cently told him In Washington that 
he could run on tho Progressive plat¬ 
form. ''railroad plank and all," and 
If things shaped up right would ac¬ 
cept that party's nomination for Uie 
Presidency. 

Republicans Say Deal to Make 

Smith Commerce Chairman 

Is for His Benefit. 

AID TO LA FOLLETTE ALSO 

000, and the maxlnii 

Secretary Mellon do 
elimination of capital 
Icsfos. but rccorrvrctx 

Special fo The Note York TO 
WASHINGTON. Dec. 10.—Republican 

leaders are charging tonight that tht 
plans of the Radicals and Democrats Ic 
upset tho Sonata organization by elect- 
log Senator Smith Chairman of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Committee Is In¬ 
tended as a move lo benefit Senator Ea 
Follelte In his plans lo form s third 
party and gel a radical railroad bill 
ported, and that It also Is fostered 

McAdoo followers In the Demoen 
Party. 

This Is one of the outstanding features 
of the situation ns Congr.-i begins the 
third week of Its scjslon with neither, 
Senate nor House fully crgsniicd by the 
appointment of Its standing commltt- 

The whole purpose of the Badh 
irmoiwatlc move. It Is argued. Is 

La rJilTtls and.plsce President Coolldgol, unde... 
and Ako Conservative Senate Republl-1 ^y the T. 
cans In Ih- atUtude of supporting the 
railroads. Republican leaders fear that 

ea.l not only to lying 
legislation on railroads but will f< 

MELLON UVEALS 
TAX LAlf CHANGES 
IN DRAFT house 

Normal Tax on First $4,000 

Income Would Be 3 Per Gent., 

6 on the vCmainder. 

DR. PARKS FLOUTS VIRGIN BIRTH DOCTRINE 
AND DEFIES BISHOP TO TRY HIM FOR HERESY; 

EPISCOPAL LIBERALS RALLY TO HEATON 

EARNED INCoW CREDITED 

Surtaxes Woula Run From 1 

Per Cent, on ^10,000 to 25 

Per Cent. oi $100,000. 

ASSETS SALE I EVY LIMITED 

Secretary Refers ,l9 “Most Favor¬ 

able Public Reci ttlon" In Send- 

Church Union Takes Up 
Case of Rev. L. W. 

Heaton in Texas. 

5pociol 
WASHINGTON. D 

of the tax loglslotloi 
Treasury Department 
Secretary Mellni 
Green of tho Ways a id Meanu Commit- 

Mr. Mellon 
that tho Admlntstrat! >n' 
pears to have mot w|l i 
publlo reception." H: 
plots draft of a 
and Is available for 
of tho commlttoc. 

r. Is made pub Ic 

0 York Time*. 
10.—A summary 

advoeated by tho 

Acting Chali^ 

d rossea the opinion 
program "ap- 
nost favorable 

says that a 
os been prepared 
the eonalderatlon 

( niy tho summary, 

In Ills summary of the proposed leg* 
Islatlon. Secretary Mi-llon gives the 
changes In surtax .rates which the 
Treasury advocates, and also Includes 
recommendations fori simplification of 
the tax laws. Under the proposed 
imcarned Income wou d be taxed 25 per 
cent, more thim eamc^ income, such as 
salaries; surtaxes wolld begin at 1 pet 

net in.-emo frlm »t<J.00O lo *12.- 

Incom -s of *100.0(10 and 
surtax would be 

not propose 
gains and capital 

a chango In the 
uld limit dcduc- 
per cent- of tho 

LL FIGHT 

HAVE COLLECTED A FUND 

Pamphle> VVith Evidence for 

Defense Will Be Sent to 10,- 

000 Episcopal Clergymen. 

COUNSEL WILL BE ENGAGED 

Modernists Will Carry Case, if 

Necessary, Up to the Gen¬ 

eral Convention. 

DR. GUTHRIE STIRS 

profit mere thg 
J ommondallont' 

I pllficallon of t' 

The Rov. Dee W. Heaton, rector of 
Trinity Episcopal Church. Forth Worth. 
Texas, who Is facing trial for heresy In 
denying tho Virgin III •! of Christ, will 
be defended by the Modern Church- 
men's Union. This organization com¬ 
poses about 300 Protestant^ Episcopal 
clergymen who recently reaffirmed 
their conviction that the Bible should 
be Inlerproled In the light of science 
and made a plea for liberal views a 
freedont of worship. 

The union has brought Mr. Heaton 
New York; has raised *1,000 to fight 
his case: has printed tho evidence and 
wtll forward 10,000 copies to Episcopal 
Bishops and clergymen. Counsel 
be engaged fur Mr. Heaton, and If 
necessary his case will be carried up 
the Generul Conventiun, which Is the 

-Id for I Supreme Court of the Episcopal Church, 
ars. Other rrc- "We will take up any cause In 
"osury fo'—'m-1 Interest of freedom nnd truth." said 

e tho Rev. Dr. Stuart D. Tyson, honorary; 
lathedrol of SL John 

Dr. Reisner Sees No Good 

In Docfrinal Disptdes 

"Doctrinal discussions between fun- 
damenlalists and modernists do not 
prove anything or do any real good 
to tho cause of religion," sold the 
Rev. Dr. ChrlsUan K. Reisner In his 
sermon last evening at Chelsea Meth¬ 
odist Church. ITStb S eot and Fort 
Washington Avenue. 

"It gives occasion for the slackers 
to sit Idly by with the excuse that 
‘leaders do not agree,' when It Is 
only the loud-mouthed would-be 
leaders who make the noise while 
real disciples arc building up aur 
cnees and doing constructive work, 
said Dr. Reisner. "Tho real test < 
doctrinal correctness is not words 
and phrases, but results shown In 
effective helpfulness." he continued. 
"The great leaders like Wesley did 
not waste their time quibbling about 
doctrinal te: s, but they went 
Into tho highways and hedges and 
worked transformatlou In the Uvea 
of those people." 

DOFFS CHURCH VESII 

Rector of St. Bartholo¬ 
mew’s Dons Academic 

Gown to Speak. 

VOICE BREAKS WITH FEELING 

Amazes Congregation by Vigor¬ 

ous Attack on Conservatives 

in Episcopal Church. 

PREDICTS LIBERAL CONTROL 

Declares That Moiiernism In 

House of Bishops Will Soon 

End Present Domination. 

Crowd Overflows St. Mark’s to 

Hear Him Justify Pagan and 

Eurythmic Rituals. 

TAKES HiS CRITICS TO TASK 

Scores Fundamentalists and 

Holds Up the Ancient Creeks 

for Emulation. 

william Norman Guthrie, who 
has been called lo account by Bishop 
Manning for Unorthodox services at St. 

n-th^Bouwerle, vigorously 

the real Imuo for McAdoo, and gh 
Follette arguments to stir up the radical 
States of the Northwest. 

According to Republican leaders, the 
McAdoo followers In Iho Senate are 
hopeful that, with Senator Smith at the 

sd of the committee, they will be able 
report out u railroad bill which will 

strengthen McAdoo In the tVest. The 
bill they hope to report. It Is said, would 
carry out McAdoo's plans and would be 
approved by him as refiecUng the ’ 
of legislation which he thinks ought 
-nactod Into law to curb 

s program 

I understand 

kind 

-a II roads. 

Would Defeo mil Mea 
Such legislation tho McAdoo follower 

know cannot bo passed, because there 
would be enough conscrvatlvo Demo- 

Senato who would not vote 
for a railroad measure which would se¬ 
riously disturb present conditions. 

declared that Senator Underwood, 
s opposed to the McAdoo Ideas 

about whot should be done to tha rail¬ 
roads, would vote against the kind of 
bill tho McAdoo followers wont to see 

.Hfftcd. That, It Is asserted, would 
place Underwood clearly before the 
country as a conscrvatlvo and give Me- 
Adoo the ammunition ho Is seeking to 
back his claims as a Progressive on rail¬ 
road legislation. 

Dcmoorols who arc In the plane to 
mko Senator Smith Chairman say that 

a radical bill cannot bo passed In Con¬ 
gress, but they want to put the con- 
lervatlvcs in tho position of defeating It. 
Such a development, they say, would al¬ 
low McAdoo to announce that he and 

friends favored (he rollroad bill. It 
lid be a strong appeal, his followers 
, if he could go to Uie country with 

Friends of Senator Underw-ood have 
become aware of tho plans of tho 5Ic. 
Adoo force.N, and If they have enough 
strength In tbo Senate they may balk 

plans of tho Radicals In both particu 
lo capture tho eholnnonshlp of tho In¬ 
terstate Commercu Coiimiltiet> with tbv 
ultimate Idea of playing rollttcd next 
y. ar with railroad legislation. 

The etfcct of tho move. U Is declared, 
would bo to defeat all railroad legisla- 

Tho plan of tho Insurgents for to¬ 
morrow's procoriuru In the Sennto is 
for the t>a Folletto group to 
Senator Uowoll of Nebraska on the first 
ballot, fur Senator Couzens uf Michigan 

tho second and (or Senator smith 
third ballot. Tho Old Giuird i 

nouncL-s that It will vote fur Sviinv-. 
Cummins until tho mu. Tonight It Is 
declared that th.- only pi-sclblo v/i 
otup a L,a Foilvtte trlumpli appears 
for two Democrats to flop to Se.._.„. 
Cummins, and Uml. Doinucrutlo leaders 
buy, will not happen. 

Congress hull L'liorgnnlzed. 
The Congress enters tomorrow on Iti 

third week still unorganized, and with¬ 
out having acroinpllshod anything what, 
ever In the way uf legislation. Hundreds 
of bills have been Introduced, but 
move has been mode In ullher h-u 
su far us logtslallon of major Iiiipoitu 
la cuncemud. The Senate has i-uiifiri 
.. fuw Presidential numlnatlons, am 

Ihol of Frank II. Ixi-llogg, ~ T . r„, 

ml bt made 
.miration efforts 

satisfactory lux measure re- 
cried to the House I y the Ways and 
Icons rommltire. 
The Secretary's tetter reads: 

"Washlngto*. Dec. 16. ISM. 
"Dear Mr. Green; { 
"Under date of Nov.jlO. 1923, 

you setting forth a CCtnpri 
if tax rcductloii. 1 

appears to have metJwHh 
vorablo public reecptlpo. 
from my recent contuwnce 
Representatives TreBdlwiiy and Hawley 

,c It Is the desire t f your committee 
it Us work upon 

commenced without 
jeet be given the full consideration 1 
Imporlanoo demands. 

“I'Uh this end In v ew, the Treasury 
prepared a compl to redraft of the 

Revenue act, which < nbodles In detail 
previous rocomtni ndatlons (or tax 

■islon and for the impllflcatlon and 
clarification of the ai imlnlstratlv. 
visions of the law an4 which. In accor¬ 
dance with your sugg< 
conference. Is hcrcwl 
your committee, 
available for the 
a comparative pi 
of 1621 and the 

showing every cl 
posed net over the ol 

for tht 
given your conimlttei 
addition I enclose a •* 

Ir. I 
I tut 

D Gref 
or . .. 

. ;at Britain This Is tli, 
what Congress has donu 

r Its t 
.... house la oxpoctod 
It/ committee n—ilgnmenta tomoi 

It Is now curtain that Congrt— . 
not get down lo work until after tho 
ChrUtnms holidays. Both houses 

•for l>Mrfovt'*i” 

ttt your committee 
01 the Revenue act 

propt »cd new Revenue 
ongo In the pro- 

ict. Explanation 
changes will be 
as desired. In 

hort summary of 
the substantial change i embodied in the 
draft. 

'1 with to express td you and to your 
committee my opprfclatlon for the 
prompt consideration \jdilch you arc giv¬ 
ing to this Important measure. 

■•'Very truly yours. ^ ‘ 
"A. W- MELLOW, 

••Secretary V the Treasury- 
Hon William A- Grefa, Acting Chalr- 

nion. Commlltoo on ways and Means. 
House of RcproBcn atives, Washing¬ 
ton. D. C." 

Summary of Prop iird Cbanges. 

A summary of tho s' fastantlal changes 
.n the Treasury drnf of the proposed 
Revenue act from th i Revenue act of 

it an submitted by Sccrelar)' Mellon 
Mr. Green followas 

'1. Earned income, defined ns wages. 

Continoed on Vags Four. 

Modi 
Is not a man of the 300 members of 
our Uhlon who Is not felng to iUnd. 
by Mr. Heaton." 

Charge Baaed on Bermta. 
The charge against Mr. Heaton Is 

bused on a paragraph In a sermon on 
Palm Sunday on "What Is Trulli." In 
which he said: 

"Consecrated Christian men differ 
much In ihclr Interpretation of the an¬ 
cient creeds, and each succeeding gen¬ 
eration must reinterpret for luelt 'the 
faith once tor all delivered to the 
saints.' For Instance, there are those 
who cling with unquestioning minds 
the doctrine of the Virgin Birth os 
statement of physical fact, while others 
have been moved to analyze it and have 
discovered new spiritual truths that 
transcend what the form of words thus 
so imperfectly express. There are those 
among us who believe Uiat Jesus 
all things and In every way boUt God 
oni' man; the incarnation of God and 
tho son of Joseph. This Is my own 
opinion, and there Is room In the Church 
for those who must reconcile theology 
wUh religion." 

The evidence In the case was made pub¬ 
lic at a conference In the parish house 
of St. George's Episcopal Church. In 
Stuyvesant Square, between Dr. Tyson 
and Mr. Heaton, who was accompanied 
by his senior warden. Dr. John D. Co¬ 
vert, a Fort Worth physician. Dr. Ty¬ 
son declared that the altitude of Mr. 
Heaton was Identical with that of Bishop 
William Lawrence uf MassachusetU. 
"But Instead of taking a mac like Bishop 
Lawrence." he said, "It Is proposed ( 
lake this young man from (he Southwet 
for a test case." Ho called attention 1 
(he Importance of tho coming trial, an 
said that the last Episcopal 

I'enly yei 
r. Alger 

t of t: r Rov. 

Defen 

. Crapscy c 

I Fund CoUee 

(he s 

"Bishop Moore of Dallas has stated 
that this Heaton case Is Iho beginning 
of a concerted movement to cleanse 
Episcopal. Church of Modernism," said 
Dr. Tj'son. "And let me say right 
that Mr. Heaton did not actually deny 
the Virgin Birth. 

"Nows of the action of Bishop Moore 
reached here, and wo telegraphed Mr. 
Heaton to come Nortli. Mr. Heaton ar- 
lived huro ten days ago. and aince (her 

Inued 0 

Clemenceau Hurt as Auto Strikes a Tree;* 

Ex-Preniier*s Face Is Cut by Flying Glass 

ST. OERMAlN-ENMAyR. France. 
•Georges 

U'nr Premier. 
,n automobllu ac- 
along the Paris 

VOS brought 
Tho surgeons 

put In several 

(Associated 
Clcinoiiceau. Fronoe', 
_ -oly hurt In 
cldont WliUo driving 
road , 

His face was cut 1 ->' glass from 
01-0X6.1 wln..shleld am . he 
(0 (he hospital he 
found It necessary 
slItchoB. after which the former Pro- 
mlor procoodod to |tls Paris home, 
where ho arrivod soma hours later than 
had been cxpqctol. /^parontly ho was 
llltlu lliQ worst) for W’ mlsliup- 

lUs chauffuur sufftTOl more serious 
inliiries unit romalnci) In Iho hospital 
ul at. Germain. 

M Clemeneeiiu wns'rrtumlng from a 
visit lo old friends, including tlis fomous 
pamter Olauilo MoMl. at Olverney. 
dusliliiL' along Iho finqi sroooth_rood be¬ 
loved of auColsu, Unoz 
Sous Rond." Another schmo ji 

that In which ihl jrjiier Pi 
drIvlOB. on reaclit the crossroad. 
.. —..<—1 i K (hird 

machine emerging from a side rend. Tlio 
.driver threw on the hnikcn Instantly, 
bringing the car lo a dead stop, and 
Clemonceau's chauffeur, to avoid a col¬ 
lision, jammed his brakes down hard 
nnd hiB machine skidded Into a tree 

The front of tho machine was bntflv 
damaged and the glass splintered. 
Olemenceau, as usual, was seated beside 
the driver. He was cut on tho fore¬ 
head, nose and lip, and Dr. Coutclas, t 
friend, who was riding Inside tho limou¬ 
sine, was severely cut also. 

A passing automobile took the Injured 
men to the St. Ocrriioln Hospital, where 
SIX stitches were necessary to close tho 
wounds In each case. M. Clemenci 
Inal n good deal of blood, but as ii_ 

Injuries were dressed hu continued 
on his way h 

M. Clcmenc.-av 
the news of the I 
to tho former I 
tho Buo Fianklh 

s brothel 
i-eldeiiC. h 

alarmed 

The Rev. Dr. Leighton Parks uttered 
. dramatic rallying cry for tho Modern¬ 

ists yesterday morning In SU BarthOlo> 
Episcopal Church when he 

stripped off his priestly vestments, en¬ 
tered his pulpit In the gown of a doctor 
of theology, defended denial of th* 
doctrine of the Virgin Birth and chal¬ 
lenged Bishop WlUlom T. Manning to 
bring him to trial for heresy. 

Tho venerable rector. manlfeaUy deeply 
stirred, proclaimed his freedom la a 
votco that broke ac times. Again he be- 

deaunclatlon of the 
Fundamentalists that his brow was wet 
with perspiration and his congregation, 
leaning forward to catch every word, 
gasped as he drove home bis points. 

Parks was particularly severe on 
the choice of on obscure Texas rector 

trial by an ecclesiastical court, ask¬ 
ing InsIsteoUy why some ono Uko Bishop 
Lawrence of Massachusetts had not been 
chosen, ap.:! tmswerlfig that If i 

h« ww speaking; orowds gurgvd , 
outside the church doors tn a vain ef- 

catch his words. At the 
elusion hundreds of parishioners 
rounded their rector and congratulated 
bltn. His address was characterised 

an outstanding piece of oratory." 
Similar scenes occurred at the conclu¬ 

sion of the afternoon service, at which 
Amy LoweU recited from her 

poems. It was estimated that 2.SOO 
down to St. Mark's yesterday, of 

whom about 1.600 found accommodation. 
Women predominated, but the congre¬ 
gation also Included Greenwich Village 

and writers, working men from 
Dr. Guthrie's club, peddlers, and Orien- 

ils from the neighborhood. 
At Uic outset Dr. Guthrie said ne 

would explain not only hla poslUon but 
conference at Synod Hall last 

Thursday, when he was summoned be¬ 
fore Bishop William T, Manning of the 
Episcopal Diocese of New Xork on ac¬ 
count of- the symbolic dancing tn St. 
Mark's and tho parish hall. Ho went 

I wsnt to say before I enter the 
substance of my sermon, which Is de¬ 
voted lo 'The Holiness of Hellas.' that 
If 1 believed of what wo are doing In 
S(, Mark’s the things Chat many of our 
critics believed, why. 1 should bo more 
offended, perhaps, than Uiey, since I 
have devoted tho whole of my life's 
work to labor tor beauty, order and 

Palled "Son of the Devil." 
ns bom in the church. 1 was no 

convert, To bo fanatical about in)' 
Mother—l know her weaknesses and I 

>w her strength, and though I may 
fiercer In my distress than some of 

my critics, though 1 think It hard to 
-at the appellation ‘son of tho devil,' os 
IC of my critics called me In a letter—1 
lould at least want, before I undertook 

to discuss the matter at Issue, to uni 
stand. 1 should want to know what 
(acts are. I should want a definition 
of terms before 1 went mad. That 
much Greek training I do have, for It Is 
to the Greeks we owe this training to 
Insist on knowledge of facts and.defini¬ 
tions of terms and corrections of mental 
Images before discounting Uiem. bocm- 

i-ast. made this very successful 
at Athens. The story Is familiar to 
every one. But because It becsimo fa¬ 
miliar to Socrates. It does not prove 
that It la practiced by tho majority of 
Americans. We arc so much In a hurry 
that wc arc not alwu)’B accurate and 
careful. 

"But I may say In regard to my 
fundamentalist and constructive critics 
that they seem to have forgotten 
Scriptures. If the Archangel Michael 
durst not bring a railing occusatlon 
against Salon, when ho knew 
Suton, but only remarked: The Lord 
ivbuko thi'c.' which would seen 
‘May God make It evident lo the; thou 
art In error,' I cannot sec what they 
liavo to say. Sdrciy mv fundamentalist 
and conservative brotnron' should 
member the parable cf our X.orU Jesus 
Christ about tho tares In tho wheat. 
Tares are fako wild wheat, as ydii 
know : 'Let them grow logcthvr until (he 
harvest. lest happily while ye gather 

■> tho wild 
ggK-ai 

Episropul Church ever did In the 
United States was to undorloko deliber¬ 
ately to split and actually to lose more 
than 30.000 members and a vast amount 
of vnluiiblo church property when sho 
preferred (o stand by tho liberty and 
liiKlallvu of Dr. DokovI , who wanlnl 
tn intrmiucs the Oxford movement. Ho 
stood alone, but the Prolcslanl Eplico- 

I.OOK hM> I 

church to Its fouedaUdn-. 
Uls hearers were deeply moved when 

Dr. Parka touched on bis tong and Inil- 
maU) ooonectloa with them In their joys 
and sorrows and. referring to the pas¬ 
toral letter of the House of Bishops with 
Its ItnpIlcaUon that the Modernists were 
not honest, asked why his congregation 
should believe In Bishop Manning, rela¬ 
tively a stranger, rather than himself. 

Dr. Parks Congrstulsled. 

At (he end of the services Dr. Forks 
centre of a Modernist demon- 

straGoD, In which he was showered with 
congratulations, but his sermon and the 
manner of It. while the outstanding 
event of the day, was not Us only de¬ 
velopment in the Episcopal doctrinal 
slrifo. It was disclosed, as another evi¬ 
dence of the determination of the liberal 
element lo show fight, Oiai the Modern 
Churchmen's Union had taken up tho 
cudgels fop the Rev. Lee \V. Heaton of 

Wortli. tho Texas pastor whoa* 
selection os the defendant in a heresy 
rial Dr. Parks had denounced. 
The extent of the controversy and the 

degree In which It Is occupying the 
minds of churchmen were evidenced (ur- 

by its choice as tho topic of ser- 
, In many other pulpits. The Rev. 

Dr. Percy SUckney Grant In bis Church 
Ascension, for example, de¬ 

nounced the Bishop's pastoral leiter and 
defended the scholarship of those who 
dissent from the doctrine of the Vlriln 
Birth. Tlie Rev. Dr. William P. Merrill 
at the Brick Presbyterian Church de¬ 
ities the approaching debate on "Funda- 
incntallsm and Modernism" between z 
Baptist and a imitarlan. saying that 
neither ''extremist" rvprvsenied the Ub- 

vlew of the evaixgvllcal liberals, 
and a number of oinor p.cachers ranged 
themselves on one side or tho ocher of 
tbo dispute. 

There was nothing to foreshadow th* 
sensational addreas of Dr. I’urks at SU 
Bartholomew's. Before going into th* 
pulpit ho wore the accustonwd cassock, 
surplice and stole of oli Episcopal priest. 
Ho disappeared from tho chancel fust 
before the ll.no lo preach. When ho re¬ 
turned and ascended the pulpit be ap¬ 
peared In a plain blaqk academic gown. 
Ho called attention himself to bis )U>- 
usual dress and said he appeared thus 
In order to speok simply "as a Doctor 
of Theology." 

The tell ho had chosen was I. Co¬ 
rinthians. lv:2: "Moreover It Is ro- 
quii'cd In stewards (hut a man be found 
faithful." 

Dr. Farks had hla curate read tha 
p.isloral letter that has become th* 
alortn centre of the controversy, and 
then said: 

"I did not wish to call your alientton 
(0 this, but I am required by the canon* 
Of the Church to see th:»l It Is tvad Jo 
till* congregation. Inasmuch as (hat let¬ 
ter Implies that there are pastors 

.preaching frorp their pulpits dishonestly 
I find It necessary lo enter an eni^hallq 

"1 have laid aside tho accustomed 
vestments worn by a clcrgy-mao and I 
huvo pul on on academic robo that I 
may come before you to Instruct you as 
A doctor of theology, and that I may 
drlvD put any erroneous doctrine. 

"It Is very questionable whether this 
letter lias any legality at all. There Is 
much In It that nio)' commend Itself to 
any man or woman. But thero are sev¬ 
eral things that ought to be seriously 
consldrrvd in IhU erlsls the bishops hava 
brought upon fti* Church. 

"One of tlirse I.- the questioning of 
the liitesrlty of our deny. 

"Aro the bishops the solo drfenden of 
the doctrine i>( the Church? If they are, 
llR-n I have no right to speak Co you. 
and all you bav« to do is lo Uslen la, 
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t the I C the 
fclihope l» carefully re»trl< 
Jot or tilde of the doctrine of the 
Church mity bo added to or aubtracted 
trom by all ihe blsliope In the Prolcitant 
Eplecorol Church. Oocirlne con only be 
chanced by a coocurront vote of the 
btihopa irllh the clertcat and lay dep- 
Otlea to tlut General Convention. For 
the blahopa to apeek oa If Utey were 
tlie aole defJnora of the faith. Is con¬ 
trary to Uie Conilltutloti under which 

> Ve live. 
"Of course (he bishops know tbli, but 

‘ they say they have that authority which 
CroQi the early, days Iiiu been permitted 
to them. They talk about ’Catholic 
tradition.’ Well, I don’t know what 
that means, and the bishops do not 
knew any bolter than I. It Is a vast 
end Intricate pr6blcm which the beat 
aeholars of the world have been tryinc 
to solve for many, many years. 
» ’The Protestant Reformation gave to 
•vrry priest equal powers with the 
bishops In matters of faith. Am 1 to 
be told that after almost fifty years 
Id the ministry of this churt^ 1 am a 
Utshonest manf" 

Hero Dr. Park's voice broke, end he 
^d to pause a moment. Then he went 

‘'6uppose a mlnlstor does not agree 
with hie bishop In regard to some mat¬ 
ter of doctrine. \Ynat thenT I am Just os 
tcurh responsible for the purity of the 
doctrine taught In this parish as the 
Bishop of the diocese is In his larger 
Held. Tho difference Is Uiat I am not 
at liberty to go to any other rector and 
tell him that ho Is mot preaching sound 
dectrtno to my way of thinking. 

Cburcb Is Democratic. 
•Tho Bishop of Uio Diocese, however, 

bas that privilege. And moreover. It 
Is his duty to do so. But tho rector 
Is privileged to haw. the matter tested 
by a court Of his fellow clergymen. Wo 

' have a democratic, constitutional 
church. And we absolutely refute the 
Idea that the bishops aro tho solo de- 
flners of the ’Catholic Tradition.’ If It 
Were otherwise 1 would not fool away 
Biy lime hero' among you. my people— 
the little time I have loft to labor. I 
would go over to Madison Avenue and 
Piftlelh Street and ask Archbishop 
Hos-es whol ’Catholic Tradition' la. He 
taows. It Is a perfectly consistent doc¬ 
trine that If wo aro to appeal to ’CoUi- 
«lle Tradition’ we should go to those 
.Who know. 

••But this Is on un-Amcrlcnn princi¬ 
ple. If this continues we will have a 
Church that Is not American and In- 
Mead a church that Is by and for the 

^T^think the bishops haw 
aiifortunato ' '' ‘ “ " 
called." 

UTtat do 
:ould sa^ I 

brought . 

I Uilnk of a bishop 

11». 
you. my people, believe I am guilty 

.. dishonesty, If Uio man who has r —• 
before you twenty years, t ' 
Used your ohildron, propoi.. — 
-:onflrmallon. married yi i. sat by 
ued of your dying offering r. 
has burled your loved one*-u * “ 
liar, why should you trust the Bishop 
of iho Diocese, whom you seldom eeo 

- ■ whom many of you do not know. 

wltncssOB they have 

'“Dr'rarks dwelt st length on the his¬ 
tory of the Apostles' snd the NIcene 
creJds. and said the true M«no cre«<I 
made no allusion to tho virgin birth. He 
said the Council of Constantinople d d 
not consider the question of tho Virgin 
birth. 

^.e It shown that tho « 
set forth by all t"- *' — 

I consldi 
that the creed had 

all the General Coun- 
..1 nothing to you and 

„ ...a English Church says that a 
council may orr—and they hnve 

erred," continued Dr. Parks. ’ In other 
words tho English Church absolutely re- 
fnsed to let Its bishops bo the solo de- 
Oners of the faith. . . 

••For almoat fifty years 1 have trlrf 
bv tho help of God to be diligent n 
prayer and In tho reading of the Holy 
Serfpturcs. Now Uien, after pasting 
many hours In that study when I come 
fcefora my people to teach Ihem In tho 

lift •mJ.Sr’iS.i 
1 do not happen bo agree with what 
those good bishops rayl 
__ Doubts on the Desurreatlaa. 

•Tako the doctrine or tne pmuit’ 
ywMlon of our Lcrtl Jesus Christ. The 
mecounta In the Scriptures are confusing. 
Al limes 11 would seem His followers 
•aw a physical body, and at other limes 
that they saw a ghost. 

’’Thero sra many earnest mlnlstera In 
aur Church who believe tho doctrine of 
the bodily resurrection Is untrue. They 
turn to St. I'.iul’a words. 

"Why -hi-iUlJ av Insist that the essen¬ 
tial thing Is the physical resurrwUon? 
This does not unchurch those who be¬ 
lieve In the physical and bodily resur¬ 
rection bekoiuao they con find Scriptural 
grounds for their belief. And Ui* man 
who does not believe this doctrine can 
find Scriptural grounds for his unbo- 

rlno of tho virgin 
r Jesus Christ was 
• Justified by the 

DR. GRANT ASSAILS 
PASTORAL LETTER 

... .‘;“€ 
)infort. who 

Declares That Bishops Alone 

Have No Right to Define 

Doctrine. 

•w« may wen oak wlielhor WO ore 
Justified In helping build cathedrals 
- some day nioy become shrlnos of 

titlon. Bleu and womsn who 
ought to ho tho tuluro loodors In tho 
Church aro being driven out of the 
Church becauoo they cannot aocapt the 

• igraa tho Bishops sot forth. 
’%l»t4kcn men wo may be. but not 

dishonest. It wo nro mistaken wo will 
rejoice to bo Uught tho truth-but not 
by dogmatic leaching coming froio DsJ- 

'Tho Rev. Dr. Stuart L. Vico 
Presldout Of the Modern Churchmen s 
Union of America and head of tho 
Heulon Defonio Fund of that organisa¬ 
tion, was In the congregallon. 
Other members of the union. 

When Bishop Manning woo Informed 
last evening of what Dr. Parks hod said 
tho Bishop said ho did not wish to moko 
any comment at this Umo. 

THE PASTORAL LETTER. 

Adopted by House of Bishops and 
Denounced by Dr. Parks. 
"Posloral Letter" os sent forth by 

tho House of Bishops of Oio Protestant 
Episcopal Church In Dollaa. Texas. Nov. 
U and 15 lost, and adopted by tho 
unanimous vote of tho slxty-flvc bishops 
prfaenl—Bishop William Lawrence o 
Uossachusotts not being among the 
number-wos In port os follows: 

A ctorgymon. whether deacon, priest 
bishop. Is required os a condition of 

recolvlng his ministerial commlaslon to 
promise conformity to tho doctrine, dls- 
elpUno and worship of this Church. 
Among the offenses for which ho Is Ilo- 
blo to bo presented for trial Is Uio hold- 

g and looehlng, publicly or privately 
_..d advisedly, dootrlno contrary to that 
of tills Church. Individual aberrations. 
In tehchlng or praoUce, however, ora 

•etublo and cenaurnblo, I 
bo taken to supersede tho 

and written standards of th 
It Is IrrcconoUablo with Uio vc 
tartly made at ordloalJon tor 
of tills Church to deny, or .. 
doubt os to. tho facts and truths de¬ 
clared In tho AposUeS’ Creed. 

•'To deny. Or to treat os Immaterial, 
belief In tho creeds In i^bleh at every 
regular service of the Church both mlu- 
later and congregation profess *- - —* 
Is to Irlfle wlUi words ond c 
expose us to tho suspicion o— 
of dlshoneaty and unreality. Honesty 
In the use or Isnguogo—to say 
mean and mean what we sa^ 
least Important with regard to religious 
language, and espec^ly In our 
proach to Almighty God. however 
perfect to express divine rcollllos 
- -iv recognljo human words to be- To 

Dlaln oway tho statement. ’Conceived 
by the Holy Ghost and born of the Vir¬ 
gin Mary.’ os If U referred to a 1 
• - --dlnary way. of two humM 

Jor. perhaps, execptlonolly 
conditions, la plainly "• '•* 
guage. An ord^lno^ 

OTHERS GIVE THEIR VIEWS 

suggest 

v.s....—< could 
0 described, nor can ... 

of tno Creed fairly bo so undcr- 

Jectlons to Ihs doclrioo of the . .. 
Irlh nr to tho bodily Resurrection 
r Lord Jesus Christ ■"* 

knowledge of oui 
.. ... of a gcoerftl app 
of people •* '*■"- 

’. Sookman eaya Present OIb- 

putes Aro Sign* of Rellglotia 

Baokwardneas. 

Preachers In roony pulpits in Uils oily 
eelerdoy took occasion to make knowit 
iclr views ott fundatuentollim and 

roodemlom. 
in tho Church of the Ascension. Uio 

Rev. Dr. Percy BUcknoy Grant ns- 
Iho Bishop*' • pastoral letter Is- 

•vvu L,y Uio House of DUhops of Uio 
Protestont Episcopal Church, in wWch 
tho authors asserted In port, ' Objcc- 

Oio doctrino of tho virgin 
:o Uio bodily rvsurwcUon of birth 

dIffercD' notions t 
must gr iw out of 

larger rbllgaUon, 

•Ilglon Is n 

'clo7gyiiVa 

ly a technicality, 
ot an Institution 
1 elaborals ' ’ 

^nts roeelvua orillniUon. The Chris- 
n Church Is nior# ihan that- It Is 

...c dvmooratlo fellOtSlilp In n great 
effort to understand ,5ie spiritual laws 
of life and. In the Crdlnary language 
of tho Churcli, to h.jlcn the coming, 
really and truly, ojid net ns In tho old- 
fashioned Idea, but li reality to hast 
Uio coming oi tho Kli (dom of God. 

TO BUILD $4,000,000 
BROADWAY TEMPLE 

Plans Announced for a Great 

Community Plant for Re¬ 

ligious and Social Worft. 

> Cor ui 
Speaking yosterdoy 

Brick Fresbytorion C bui 
i^h Bireol. Uio Rot. 

I. the pastor. 
Rev. John 

Debal 
morning at < 

, Fifth Avo- 

been manifested," 

rhllllpB. rresident ot U, 
Lighting Companv: wmii 
•' '• ’’ niitci 
Henry 

Distrli 

.MASONS PAY A VISIY 
, 11. D. Robbins, Judge 
Rogera ot 
Court, Choi 

BY CHELSEA M. E. CHURCH 

abundanUy d< 
best scholarship of tho ■ . ... 

Taking issue with this view. Dr. Grant 
said. "Xlio 'bent Bcliolarshlp has do- 
olored they aro not an essontlal part of 

lo early tcnchlngo of tho Cburch and 
not oven necessary to Uio foundaUona 
of certain doctrines which tho Church 

osldcrs vllol. _ 
'Protcaliinllom Itself lo making some 

advances, and If 1 wero to express my 
opinion of 11 1 should oay that the olop 
that ProlestanUsm Is now taking la 

the Bible os tho Inspired and In- 
falllblo book to the spirit ond life of 
J"!'.'' says today. "What 

Ing to do and what Is the aut.... 
... ... Christianity anjhowl' I jWnk 
people who think m 1 
- 'o longer tho Fopo. It lo no longer 
tne Bible ns an Inspired work, out tno 
spirit nnd life of Jesus Christ. Wo suo 
•- Uiat life n preat revoloUon of the 

st beautiful rralls of human natnro. 
most helpful traits, tho most in- 

rpIrlX° ond wo find in Him a typical 
human being that we are *2 
call Master and to try to unders^d 
and to Imitate. And the undorslanding 
ot Jesus from thol point of vlvw is tne 
slmplcat thing In the world because U_lj 

profounder plumbing into 

and Thlrty-oci 
Dr. Wllllotn P. Ml 
leixed the debate belt i 
Rooch Slralon and U s Rov. Dr. Cliori«a 
Francis Potter, whle i Is to toko place 

Thursday nlgb ; 
BapUat Church 

Modernism.' 
omo Interest has 

Dr. Merrill said, "la . 
debate between tho Rev. Dr. John 
h Slraton, pss'or of a Boptlel 

church, and Dr. Cha' ui rronels Potter, 
pastoi of a VnltorU church. 

"It should bo cloMty understood that 
each of tho porUes ik reprosunUng only 
his own point of vldw. Particularly. It 
should bo emphoMx^ Uiat neither of 
these extremists rt ircsents tho great 
body of ovongellca liberals who nro 
loyal to Uio groat civongollcal doctrines 
In a way which makes It quite Impos- 
slblo for a Unllartoh minister to ropro- 

:nt tholr atUtudo tjnd yet do not hold 
icoe doctrines in t) o extreme and nor- 
iw form In wh.' ) Dr. Straton bolds 

United 
IS R. Saul 

-..— __ _. Committee 
Include E). F. Albov. President uf the 
3. F. Keith Company; Qvorge Gordon 
Inttlo, John hlcE. Bowman, Dr. Nleho- 
os Murray Butler. Bolnbrldgo Colby. 

Barron G. Collier. James H. Cushman, 
" -.- iinbcrt H. Davis. 
.. .. _—. .. . .-ealdont of the in- 
ternaUohal Paper Co-mpany; Dr, John 
•f. Finley. Dr. Ernest Fahnestock. EH- 
ort H. Gory. Will H. Hays, Colonel 
Vllllam Hayward, Job E. H^ges, La- 
lor Hardy, August Heckscher, the Rev. 

_>r. Wallace Mcblullen, John Uarkle, 
President of tho Morris Plan Compuiy: 
William Fellowes Morgan. Dr. John R. 
Mott, Alton B. Parker. J. C. p-- 

Structure of 24 Storleg to Include 

Auditorium, 600 Dormitory Rooms, 

Apartments and Storerooma. 

TO ROOSEVELT GRAVE 

Place Historic Trotoel on Moond 
at Ceremonies Conducted 

by Two Lodges. 

’Tn no sense sho> id this be token os 
dobato or a rerlo of debates bi 
reprosentaUve coi .ervaUve and 

resentaUve liberal.’ 
In SI. George's C 'Umh, 200 East Slx- 
•enth Blreet. yest day afternoon. 

Rev. Dr. Loo W. U> -ton of Fort Worth. 
Texas, sold. "God . righteousm 
every niiui who Istrlghtoous Is 
God's children." 

The Rev. Dr. Ral lU W. Bockman sold 
In his sermon at ' ho Madison Avenue 
btethodlst Eplicopa Church. 

"Our present Uxk logical controversies 
between Modernist and Fundamental¬ 
ists are not cvldcr :o of America’s ad¬ 
vanced thinking i i religion. Rather, 
they ore signs of our religious back¬ 
wardness. BcoUnoi and England are 
not lorn today W tbeologicol botOea 
within the churches^ because the general 
public thero has btan educated ’- 
oollghtened views Ipf relffflon 

'mts have been franker in tl 
_tallon of thooloHcal quesUo 
generation t_. . 

belief in 

Virgin Birth e of tho fact of Ih 
ireil In thv Scrlplui 
In Uie Creed froi 

^’ho Creed wllnesaes lo tho^deUberati 
and 

Mony Dissent, He Boy*. 
“Now, this la a subjoct I don't want 

to treat controversially, but 
to know that a great many clergymen 
and even Bishops In the Church do not 
accept the Point of rtew of this council, 
so called, made up of alxty-ihrco Bishops, 
and I do not think all of them agreed 
wllh this, for Oiero were sevcrol liberal 
Bishops, but being few did not think 11 
worth while to oppose Ute action of 
practleolly the rest of the Bishops. *"• 
r___ 1—. .I«rv m.hnns ser 

SclenUflcallv 

,.v.v ».v ___sixty Bishops sending 
out something nddressod to the whole 

In the first place, the Blsliops 
have no right lo define doctrine. Our 
Church can only undertake aprnotmng 
like that In General Conv 
meets every three years ani 
the House of Bishops, and 
hers, who may be clorg>'nsi 
or layman delegsf- 

"consls^tnf 

__ _ ___grown up 
without giving much thought to re¬ 
ligion. Wo did mJt keep "■ 
training symmelrlq-”-- -■* 
sclentlflo educatloi. -- 
are adults: rallgiot'W wo are still In .... 
nursery. Theretoiii, when adult science 
■trikes a nuracry i*-itgloua mind there is' 
a shock. There Is a dlslurbonce of 
faith. These disturbed minds offer an 
Inviting field to Uo demagogue. The 
demagogue con pl^ upon Uio fears ot 
the would-be Orthodox. Tim demagogue 
can stir the wouldjbs liberals with chol- 

*"?ho way out Ifliiot by denunciation- 
That is unconvln^g and un-Chrtstlan. 
The way out Is b/Uducallon and experi¬ 
ence. Th« man Who has studied his 
Bible until ho catches Us spirit sees Uiat 
ChrisUanliy and aiUence are not enemies 
but eoworktrs. Iilwe train our children 
tn religion os wss as In science there 
will bo no such dJigrscefuI proceedings 
«* fUndamentnllMlniodernlBt 
ale* twenty-five Twur- hence. 

t'haplain Raymo 

•'Without tho s 

o the doctrine 

D It. 1 fhid hut three ....-— -- , .. 
•The best scholars tell us that Ihe 
ord UFod by Isaiah In his prophecy 
,(s.ns 'a young married woman,’ and 
-Its was wrongly translated In Greek 
1 in»ao 'a virgin.' It Is possible 

eorly writers found ’* ' ' . beautiful 
bora of a 

d in regard 
ho Is called 
that no one 
f us. 'There 

.v.i that Christ 
virgin. St. Paul said 
born of the seed of David 
flesh. His ancestry 
St. Luke was traei 

Jo«eph'^bo *wa* tfescended" from David. 
We have no Ides about Mary's oncostry. 
Th St. Mark thero Is not one word about 
tho virgin birth. Tho foUrtJt gospel 
says Hla fother wa.v Joseph.' Thero Is 
JusUflratlon from Brnyure fm 

'who deny that the virgin birth 
blitorio fOCL 

"And now It may hs ask' 
bo the Bishops’ pastor,U V 
a dlsbcnetl monr The fimt 
It menUoned reflecl* on all ' 
U a widespread belief that L.... - 
the Bishops Is rilrericd against the 
Bishop of bfossachusclls, whoso book on 
’Fifty Tsars' recently appeored, 

•'If they had colled mm by name 
would bo necefsary to bring him 
trial. And why Is he not brought .. 
trial? Because U womd_*hQko the 
t’hurch to Its foundation. Tliere Is not 
a clergyman In this Church who docs 
not thank God dally for ibia man. They 
cant bring him to trial. , _ 

'I will now ask why they don’t bring 
me to trial. 1 am not a distinguished 
rector, but for many years 1 have been 
preaching things which the Bishops 

1 not brought lo trial?” he 
--Ved again, "'f-" " 

It. modernlsnl Is the contrl-. ujion concerns 
tl,a Church Is^iryln^to^rn^o t • -.-via' 

.'practil'm^he foe'. ii| tt^V q’uraUons-lmmlgratlonj 

and Saviour, nn wnom. ui - 
1 whom, depends tho whole cause they 

I hope of redampUon and solva- 

. simple 

wuit'^r'elaborara'phlloeoSiicnl disquisi¬ 
tion. giv. -— 

ui-o Ml^lookfnt toward Low'they cim 

sa?,'.- k: 
Uiem all the things llisc human beings 
want and lo my opinion, modernism 
In the Ch’Grch Is the religious nssletsnce 
for all Ihese great probfema bv getting 
rid of some of the burdens on the minds 
of men and women, ond by selling a lot 

‘ rubbish out of Iho rooms of 

h potty _ 
cghUesl things 

« It has hap- 
* religion. - ,A(an«ine«a : 

opposed I guiae tne 

Announcement of a movement to build 
a great cburch building on Washington 
Heights, at an osUmaled cost of M.Of 
000. with an auditorium seating 2. 
persons and a community plant for re¬ 
ligious snd aoelol work, was made y 
terday by the Rev. Dr. Christian 
RolsDcr, pastor of tho Chelsea Methodist 
Bnlseopai Churclv 

The proposed church building, to be 
called the Broadway Temple. Is to b? 
built on the west side of Broadway In 

block between 1734 and ITAth Streets, 
which already has been purchased. Tho 
plans for financing tho project call for 
tho borrowing of t2.000.000 on a first 
mortgage owl the raising of 12.000,000 

)ere on an laiun of income second 
..lortgsge bonds. Revenue 
vlded by the rental of 500 dormitory 
rooms for young men and ot 403 other 
rooms, arranged In apartments of 

rooms each. 'The building 
and religious and social work 
under tho general dlreotlon of tho Melh- 
dlst Episcopal Church. 
Plans for the building have already 
oen prepan.'d ” by Donn Barb, 

architect. An organization committee 
advisory committee have been 

formed, and Include In their member- 
ehtp some of tho best-known 
women In the olty, a majority of whom 

members of tho Methodist Episcopal 
Church. Tho building Is to bo twenty- 
four stories In height, and will reach 
higher In Iho olr than tho Wool'R’orth 
Building, as It will be built on nearly 
(he highest land on Manhattan Island. 

To Discuss Project at Dinner. 
Plans for furthering tho project will 

he discussed Thursday night at a dinner 
to the members of both committees 
which John McEk BQwmon, President 
the Bowman Hotels and a member of 
tho Advisory Committee, will glvt 
tho Hotel Blllmore. Job E. Hedges will 
preside. Tho speakers will include 
United States Senator Royal S- Cope¬ 
land, Bainbrtdge Colby, Colonel William 
Hayward. Samuel MtJloberts. President 

Metropolitan Trust Company, and 
Bishop Luther 13. Wilson, and possibly 

i-Govcrnor Charles 8. Whitman and 
WUl H. Hnya 

"It is the first attempt In America to 
•rect a groat self-supporting church 
which will derive revenue from tho rents 
of dormUorlcs and apartment*.’ 
Rolsner said. ’'The Y. M. C. A, gels a 
large income from Its dormitories 

provldei delightful 
homes for young men,” 

For the purpose ot financing the 
Btructlon of the propund building tho 
Broadway Temple Building Corporation 
will be formed, and a I''*’'*? fifteen 

.. James M. Speers, Henry L. Stod¬ 
dard, E. D. Waterman, Charles S. Whlt- Sin, and Bishop Luther B. Wilson of 

0 Methodist Episcopal Church. 
Women on the .Advisory Committee 

Include Mrs. Jamie B. Clemens, Mrs. 
John Henry Hammond, Mrs. Oliver Har- 
-■-Ja.Ties Lrfcs Laldlaw, Mra 
_ ... Morris. Mrs. Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, Mrs. 'William Jay Bcbleffelln, 
Mrs. C. L. Tiffany and Mrs. Charles S. 
Whitman. 

In a statement sotting forth details 
-f the financial plan of tho Broadway 
Temple Building Corporation, the Or- 
~ iliaUoii Committee sold: 

”■ provide for a central 

OYSTER BAY. L. I 
bert of Justice MasonVv —w.. — -- 
hatlan and Mallnelock Lodge of 0}'S 
Bay plac^ ou Uio grave of ThvoJo: 
Roosevelt today a silver trowel wiili 
recently was relumed to Justice Lnui 
from a tour of this country and Cana< 
and whteh has hecn laid on the cmv 

s Lincoln. 

n conduct^ by 

It Mas- 

Church auditorium seating 2,3(M with 
convenient church offices and Sunday 
School equipment surmounted by a 
totvor twenOr-four stories high which 
will contain 500 dormitory rooms to ''' 
rented lo young men.. Tho basemt-. 
wlll contain a gymnasium, olub rooms, 
swimming poof, and cafeteria. The 
two corners of the plot will be occupied 
by apsrlmont bidldlngs ^^YO'^dlng 403 

to 5 rooms each, while tho street floors 
will be devoted to storoa and profoa- 
Slonnl offices. _ 

"It Is computed by experts after a 
study of rents In this neighborhood that 
fireproof apartments In the proposed 
- —oup combinations will bring 
.. rental of »30 per room 
month. Tho furnished dormitory rooms, 
nil outside and giving a view of tho 
Hudson River or Long Island Sound, ore 
QsUmated to bring on average mrt>me 

- —- - -er month. The stores 
n Income ot *250 per 
eeltmates -— 

incuiiiu iiu.u property <-, - 
penses, allowing for upkeep, ti^r< 

eif the first mOrtgOu- 
aJIable as 

tirement of. 

’^‘e'leea''MothodYBt“ Episcopal Church 
now occupies a 
JTSth Street anc 

of W p 

.foot. 'Ae# 
Incomo from t 

Headed by Gerald S. Crilly. Master of 
Jualle© Loago, slxty-flvo members iro- 
torert here and attended a short servlc' 
In MaUnelock Lodge roe 
'Thomas A. Boldwla, tht_ 
Uion marched In regalia to Ro 
grave, where the blasters and I', 
tors stood In the formation of 
while the others formed a squa' 

'Ihe Rev. J. J. Foust, pastoi 
Methodist Episcopal Church hi... 
ducted a brief sfasonic prayer sofvloe. 
„- • Crilly then Ufled the trowel 
. ..; containing the slgnalur.- 
of all Wardens. Masters and P»«t Ms- 
lers In the country and placed U twr 
few memenli on me grave. 

Among tho Masonic official* pr.;j’i 
wero Percy Howard, Past District D-'i 
uly of the old Eighth DUtriel. and H-r- 
bert L. Eaton of Garden City, prcecnt 
Deputy ot Suffolk County. | 

Tho trowel used In the ceremony ho' . 
visited lodges all over the United Bta’.-:a. 
Canada and Moxlco In the Inst elghlei-ii 
yoara. It hot been dippnd Into the 
Junction of the Missouri and MIssIsslpN 
Rivers and Into tho Gulf of Mexico. I' 
will shortly bo cent on a lour of Ma¬ 
sonic lodges In Bnglsn-l. j 

FLIERS DROP KLftN TRACTS. 

Circularize Rockaway While Rabbi 
Preaches Tolerance. 

While Rabbi Isaac Landman of the 
Temple Israel, For Roekawav. L. 
was placating tho ofiU-I'’— — 

lortluUon of the first mortgage 
of *116.000 which —ne 
Interest on, and 1 
the Incomo 

. opposed 
-.-8 of Galileo - Uhavo attempted rents 
bettor way of 

s whirh brooks (ho 

DR. GUTHRIE STIRS 
THRONG BY DEFENSE 

Contlnoed from Peso *• Celomo 7. 

pal Church stood hy~~hls llborty. and 
thank* to Its decision, the whole Church 
today Is iaoromcnUil. Thunks to that 
decision and the dlselplM of Dr. Dc- 
kovln, our Church is and rlwoy* has 
been generous In spirit and gracious In 
her behavior to those of her children 
who differed from Iho majority. „ . 

Dr. Oulhrls then referred to the S^raod 
Hall contoronce. Ho 
gregallon that his lips wore 
- -..nriAinon-H ■ffreemont to roveoi none 

Upon rcflocMon h" sold thd 
--...-A.,,. All I pin do I - 
best English there Is and^Ii 

: sens* dancing 

. . - It explode 
niy audience. After- 

wart they can go to the dlcUonw 
"Tbe word dance has caua»d troubl^ 

You know what It —•- —'>•* 
people. In a rollgtoi 

s:"r' 
chose the phrase ourylhmlo ritual 
explain tho dances, md Ihnl sen 
Everj'one used the wort dance i^i -- 
ot my phraw. The -2 
dance ts a mere makeshltt. ,A rcugic 
danco—such as has 
Mark’s—Is Intended 
God and provocallvi 
should act -- ■ "" 

sermon the accuracy c 
that thirty days were 
further negotiations t 
he declared i’’''’ 

the statement 
elapse before 
resumed, but 

the threat ot drastic 
odUon on the part of Bishop Manning 

great *deal.“ continued Dr. Guthrie, 
"has %:en snld about my mooting with 
the Bishop and a great ,<1601 «>oro about 
tho fact that no delollo have leaked 
out. It anything docs F-’* '• 
not bo from r-~ > 

reel mental Image? 
■'No'cr. let m‘ 

-.jt services. 
Is UiB third, a 

lord In them la taken from the 

I would like to a 

of tho confidential official conferenro 
synod Hall woa the surprise expreespd 
that a Joint statement was.. ”• 
press. Thl* should 

0 the li 
V, 

e dioc 
e brought 

broachi-d to him—ho would probably 
ssy. 'Dr. Parks Is the one man ahuve 
every other man who Iricd to- prevent 
my oleotlon lo Iho BUhoprio of New 
York, end If I brought him to trial 
people etould say that waa n political 
move to get even with him.' The Bishop 
iiimsolr Is loo fine a character to toko 
action for any such resson. 

"If the nisliop of ' 
urged to bring me t 
It Is Ills duly to do. 
further say: 

"'If I>r- Parks were a younger 
It might he different, but ho Is -• 

.... diocese were 
trial—oa I believe 
10 would probably 

, his lime 1 

* humiliate 1 
his gray hairs thus tn 

Soin" one will come 
ute, . will be different, and 
what ho has gold will soon be for¬ 
gotten.' 

s Predicts UederaUt OontreL 
"Rut I should not consider It a dli- 

groca to ba deposed from the Church 
for anything I have eald publicly or 
privately. I would consider It an honor. 
When they havo got rid of ms they 
will find that thero Is another Just os 

^"'Vhen '1 ere how tho enlrll of 
•modtralsm' has Invarjr.l the House of 
Bishops I know that the 'inujernists 
will have the cntiirul of Iho Church 
within a few years.” 

Or. Psrkf digressed to ask why . . , 
did not bring to TrtJl the Rev, Dr. W. 
Russell Bowie o( Grace riiurch, this 
city, and the Rev. Dr. Elwood Worces¬ 
ter, pastor of Emmanuel Church, Bos- 

**"if they don’t bring Lawrence and 
^wls ond tvorcjstsr and mejp f?*hl, 

*VP"'h- 
. fri'fl 

Bewie AO'l vv orcseier uiiu riir lu vrfoj, 
whom will they bring (o trial?" asked 
j>r. I’srk*. 

"1 will I'Ut • 
There U a !■''< 
tAfgthar hriiii. 
nosed W. Li iiig to tria' 
fmy things that Lawr 
and-RqWlo and many o' 

mTYtonl 4 slAlement^tBade 

__il to tho 
A..—... .— .'o Showed to any 

a wllh commonplace Intellect ^at 
>re was a deietmlnaUon on both sides 
thlhk things over quietly. 

Bee In Terras of BIrlfe. 
■Is there anything Ignoble In agreeing 
I to aay anything for a period of sov- 

eral weeks? 1 will tell you what tho 
trouble Is. We hove on nfter-lhc-war 
psychology and we must eoo everything 
Id terms of sirifo. Why wonder 
reached a Joint otaioment and Impute 
personal motivos? A period of tlma will 
enable ua sarloualy to consult 
moD Interests. 

'Most of our trouble today ts loose 
talk and wllh looso talk comas loose 
print. In mattcfo religious It Is Impor- 

(o bo accurato and 11 la far ni 
riant lo be fair. Wo find that 

critic* aro nellhar. I itni not u are 
horn I have lived ami studied i 
traveled among my countrynun i 
everyliilng I do and say la 

i.i. . full ^unduratundlr 

...... very well. 
... -.nioaphore Just at 

present that Is Inimical lo godliness. 
There Is. howovi-' no monopoly of wick¬ 
edness. If there Is going to be wrong 
* Ing I myself wunt to sco that It is dls- 

ooted, 
'Our crllles, nevertheless, anpenr to 

_ living In the spirit of the ngo. Tho 
atmosphere of hostility seems 
ulfecling us ull. We would like 
■ • >vi>ry(htng we might not ]lk<. 

thlnj^ wo know wo wlh be wanting 

wtler.our neighbor 1* lo drink each day. 
t do not Ilka to have things happen In 
this church that happen everywhere 

"1 believe with Carpenter (hat the 
ChrlsUoA Church liiui no chance to sur¬ 
vive elVHt on certain human principles 
and ln'_rf»" symbol ond rlliiol have 
their purlr Dvfinite. specific and sclcn- 
tiriu inclhods nre neecssso'. InoUidlng 
every quality * ■ . —- 

lion, 

common prayer but placed In 
.. .. lo concen-.—— --T- 
ouem.on iv what you are <*olh«- “ 
should moot tho requirements of on un- 

-'.h '■ 
to rnako my sermon clear hogine when 
• slate that Chrialianity Is no 

• hoatlls lo Amcrlean-lndlan rell^on 
lat It Is lo Islam, Buddha Confucius, 
omolsm. than It Is hostile and alien 
I Judaism. Having adopted tho Bcrln- 
irei of the Jews, wo aro led t" 

Ise. But al' 
sporallon t 

.0 be ovocatlvc i 
- ot devotion. 

contagtoUB prayer « 

temples, where 

but preparation for Goo'e tmai gospei, 
and If Christianity bo that final gospel 
It has got to Include evciywlng 
comes from God howevn- .—— 
whensouver transmitted. 

rleo for Oathollo Futsrlso. 
'Our Christian Job today ss lloeraJs 

.. to got an Inkling of what that finol 
gospel really Is and urg» und help 
creators and shapers of tomorrow make 
this Calhollo Futurism prevail. How 
lorrlbly wrong wo aro In Judging of 
things Greek can be realised In thy 
tranalotton of St. Paul’s speech 

i a fool, a cad > HIIL at. Paul 
ignoramus 

What ho eold was good sonso and tn 
Listen: 'Yo men of Athens, I pcrool 
in all things ye aro very reverent of the 
gods, for, os 1 passed bv and buliuld yot 
worship, 1 found an altar on whlrt 
wua Inacrleed. 'To tho unknown God. 
8t. Paul did not say: 'Whom ye Igno¬ 
rantly worship.’ but. ’wliom-vo worship 
though VC know Him not. Him 1 would 
dwaare.' This gross and blundorlng ex 
aiiipio Of mlsCrunslBtlon was duo to i 
fierce Hebrew contempt for all ihingi 
Hellenic. The Hobrowa have — 
braised "• ■"'* 

. pro' dnrlal Instltulhiii In going | 
i> period of llins. 
offh-Iel iTltlrlNin of rr 

Hubrulied_ 
.. ourselves off from 
Ibe Holiness of Uollos, 

"No choice of a god, but all of the 
gods, wua the Orrek motto. How c-“ 
help you to uiidoraiund the hollnci 
Hollos? Ho'W can 1 crralo lu y< 
menial Imago of this holiness. Vi 
I know not. Book"? Museums? I 
not tell you. Plays? At thn best 
nre ovdogoglo und not religious. _ S’1101100 of "OedlpuB Hex" by Sir 

Morllii Horvoy recently was pit¬ 
iful. 1 will spook of my own oxporl- 

*”t<) sail Into fairyland and I ... .. .-..... .t. of < 
__ _,t I want to con- 

... ... - eenso of my humiliation. 1 
never formed a correct mental Imsge of 
lUn Isles of Urvecn for all my reading. 
My grenlosl scandal was when I behi'l'i 
n Ofonlt temple. Thirty yinrs' •imlv 
did not alter my coni'cuilon, 1 *uppo»- 
the word Greek tnmphi onivcy" to you 
n bank building or a lleltalssBiu-e elru; - 
tni'e. A nrceit Irmpl* 1# appalling In 
iiN insjesty. Its solenmlty and Its awful- 
ness. It Is romnsrable only to Uia 

rtothlo ofcliHoctur*- Now I was; 
my Tnf »«i ooooepUoas ool 1 

___ _ltlniate prafita froi 
— ..... give many thousand dpllsra 
help Methodist work In New York 

City. 
Dr. Reh 

nue. It ■■ iiuv ...iprobablo that 
or more other churches In the neigh¬ 
borhood wUl later Join forces In the 
project.__ 

DR. REfMiVD TALKS 
OWFtWDA^TALJSM 

Decfar€s It Represents Fixity 

While ilfoifCTiium Sfan<fs 
for Flexibility. 

Special to The New Fork Tims*. 
PRINCETON. N. J.. Dec. 19.—"There 

Is no conflict between science and 
llgion when they get together In a hum¬ 
ble altitude lo discover the realities, fof 
the some power Is behind them all." said 
the Rev. Dr. Karl Rellond ot St. 
George’s Episcopal Church of New 
York City. In a chapel address to Prince¬ 
ton undergraduates in Alexander Hall 
here today. Dr. Rclland urged his beor- 
orii not to . disregard the spiritual aide 
of life. 

"Tho scientific method Is the moat 
Humble approach to kno'wledge there Is 
In Uxe world." he sold. "Science doe* 

perimenU.'<»rnpara*. 

Is dlsrovere*!. It 1* nc 
healthy suspicion of It* 

report whnt nobody 

'‘■Tiie true scientist and true modera- 

___->f htS, 
Allen yesterday, on airplane ply-1. 
-the Rockaways for nioroir, 

than two hours 'sas Uttering the country i 
ride with pamphlets which aun'sni'ci-i 
that the Klon would continue Us fight* 
to make Christianity supreme. , i 

The sntl-Klan feeling In the Rock-, 
•ways crysUUlied Into a Iwycott sXi-r » 
Thonksirtvlng demonsiraUon tn which 
roveral Klansmen attempted to prevent 
Rebbl Landmen from unvetUng a sol¬ 
diers’ monument at a church In Cedar- 
hurst, L. I. Rabbi Landman spoke 
ogalnst the boycott in hi* sermon yes¬ 
terday morning. 

supreme Zoul. 
,— after tho Greek 
presence of nod wa 

ind provocatlvi 
0 unknown God. 

- - -r npen for new' 
dlnw Iho determined 

for whom there was 
publlo without Uio 

a described 
mosolo and 

.. with (crvlces of this nature 
which hove been held al 8t. Mark’s. 

Lowell ihenlroclted from^ a Pera- 

preaetit orgnnlxaliorv. ana me organ- 
ton committee consUta of George R- 

,_.ter, Vico President of the Cha^nm- 
Phenlx NaUonal Bank ; YYlUlam Burns, 
nunrtmonl house owner; John C. Clark, 
(ormerly Justice of the Supremo Court. 
61 G Collins. President of the Inter- 
Rtiue Gasoline Company: W. R. Com¬ 
fort. President of tho Reid Ice Cream 
Company; United States Senator Royal 
S. CopelBnd. Dr. W- K. Dlller. Car’ ” 
Fowler. Ciiarlc!' A. l-'rueautf. KenvL. __ 
Fulton. Pre«1denl of tho Poster Adver¬ 
tising Company; Frank Huyler, Presi¬ 
dent of lluylrr'o; William H. Jones. 
Presldont ot the George Batten Com¬ 
pany; William Kennedy, head of the 
Kennedy Constructlun Company; l- 
erlok Kratt, Ivy L Leo, Samuel Me- 
erts, President of the Mt-lropolllan 
TVuet Company; Robert 11- Montgomery. 
Watson S. Moore, Poslmssier B. 61. 
Morgan. Clltford II. Owen. Ellis H. 

'The boycott Is os un-American 
Ku Kluxery." he sold. ••Esoh In spirit 
Is me* rule. Each In action rcglai; ’ 
animus which Is Inimical lo good ei 
zenship. Both Ku Kluxery and tho b- 
colt resort to coercion and this coercion 
Is a foice against which free spirits 

always rebelled. , . I 
e Utpot citizenry' who. under the | 

snd mantle of mistaken en- 
thURlasm, believe themselves lo ho con¬ 
tending for the spirit of America, ii.ust 
he saved fram themselves; not, however, 
ly means ot boycott, bigotry and 
oludgeon. but by means ot tlie — 
fundamental principles knJe^r?- 

DEAD BESIDE STILL 

Police Are Investigating Death of 
Man With Gash on HI* Head. 

Henry J. Jonzsr. a can-ly.maker. I — 
found deed with a g«»h >h 
■ his apartment at *20 West TMrty- 
-..'onlh Street early this mon'*"*:,};,'®?* 
to tho body was a iwo-gollon still in 
operation end near by 'wo# a barrel oi 
tash and several bottles of whsl the 
ol!«> believe wa* home-^IUed whirty 
Jenxet's body was found after two 

friend*. Mile* Wagner of 3*9 weM 
'rwemy-nlnib Btrect and Joseph Singer. 
I.n undertaker of MO Ninth Avenue, fall- ato get and answer to Utelr ring, 

ed n policeman who forced the door. 
Al first ft was thought that Jonzor hnO 
succumbed t-T alcoholic poisoning, but 
when Detective Flynn found the gosh 

,e nolincd police Hoadquor 
Homicide -- 

,„e scientist and ,.-v ^ 
fotiew Christ's suggestion to see*. 

;i.k iSd taorit' for truth at tho doors of 

'•^Th^fundnmentallst f.rJJISi 
of mind. The So 

„anas for (I,",. 

Sira’S vSffl'A' 
ES?s 
•riio obleot# ot this altitude of mind 
differ? tut th? sUlio 
peenment ot fixity remains the same. 

ASSAILS SECTARIANISM. 

President of Amerlean Missionary 
Boolety Says It ts Un-Chrls(1an. 
BRIDGEPORT. Cana. Dec. 10.—De- 

non.lnallons In the Churah are a crime, 
according to tho Rev. IMlIlom Horace, 
Day. President of the Amerlcon SIs- 
slotiery Society. He made this decUra- 
tlon la addressing hie congregation al 
the United Congregational Church Bore 
today on his return from the ronveitloii 
in Columbus of tho Federal Coundl of 
Churches. ... , 

••Sectarianism 1» woelcral and m- 
ChristlatL" he said. I Ifly-sevcn 
iiomlnaUons would not bt so bad, ht 
207 la a crime. I do not believe th* 
the Lord ha danythlng to do wllh th 
making of eighteen kinds of 61«ilioJl«i. 
thirteen kinds ot Baptists, and fourtcei 
kinds of Presbyterians ’’ 

ILL FIGHI 
ConUnc 

ho has visited largo groups In Boston, 
Philadelphia - ’ "* 
sonted his ' 

Memoram 
. paaslon- 

Jnpan To the 
'nted Q slur,., . 
list ^between tl 

Gate Swings." 

confided by Yucca 
Her next reading 

.. historic relations of 
Unfed States and 

tcmpororaontal con- 
. two nations. It In 
Keys and the Great 

CerrecllOD h/ Senior Warden. 
Tn* Tatss rocet">J o loiter yeslortay 

from 6lounlfort Mills, senior wnrteo of 
St. blark's, wrlt^ on bohalf of tho 
rector, wardens | and vratry of the 
church and pointing ®ut that tho ogree- 
nant made with lllshop Manning not to 
evoal any of ihowelalls ut Synod Hall 
•onforonce has bcin falUifully observed 
ly tho rector njltj vestry. Mr. Mills 

' - t U e wrslon ot what was 
- • ken place at Iho con- 

. Sunday's Tiuxs was 
e rblcd." H'l add*_tli'At 

ny statoment pu yorilng 

_ York. Ho pro- 
___ wllh documents. In- 

_ onthuslojim has boon aroused 
through tho enUro East In regard to 
this persecution, and a Heaton defenao 
fund was promptly started, with the 
•' Dr. Alexander C. Gununlni of 

gbkoepsla ns Treasurer." 
- Heaton explained that the Issue 

between the Fundamentalists and 
htodernlsts. "In Fort Worth, ha 

nam, "I am standing out alono os a 
ModornUt. The oUter ministers are all 
irundumciitallsis. ond they aro all under 
the away of the Rev. Dr. Frank Norris, 

Dr. Uuihrti 
y was not only 

..posed tliom lo 
faithful to tholr p 

■ ' .Is sermon " 
nvv. C. Nelson 
Chrysostom's Cbi pu, 
and TlUrty-nlnih Uro 
Church ctispols, 
lost tiling*, death, 
liell, uH points of 

•ailed tho coni; 
iwt'cn funrtomt 
Ji and the dor 

Mnrk»-ln-t!iD-Bou\ 
~r. GuUirio la 
..'forring to this. 
Interprulallvo ri'l 

0 lA>rt and 8n\ 

Uio wardens or 
rholly unjustified, 

charge Of being 
Miged 'Wort, 
stvrday morning, the 
lollor, vlcor of at 

Boventh Avenue 
.1. oDo of Trinity 
•oferred to tho ■■ — 
ludgnient, heavun 
iho faith, and told of 
to substitute phlloao- 
ly those who are iiink- 
five tho public a kind 

*iiient 111 the pinto of 
laues of the faith and 

3 of names or place; 
lennoii, llio.io presunt 
ivorsy now going on 
itnllsm ond modorn- 
rliig program Of SL 
erlo ot which the Rov. 
etor. Mr. Mollor, In, 
lilt; "What la called 
ons dancing In one 
called Iho iralilea In 
Inneii by mnUliig a 
lit and lively faith In 
lur Jesus Christ and 

if on the* r^ght side of 
lost day." 

faith 0 

_ of this 
__ , -esentaUen of tho 

I mo ChuiYh. _ 
alneercly believe that such prra- 

entxlton In certain InsloJitca hM been 
contrary lo the faith of tho 

"W’o therefore pray tho yealry and 
rector ot this parish .1®. «1''« 
■onsldenitlon to 
thot Oio good name Of Ihe Church may 
be preserved and ony possible dissension 
In our parish may bo ovoldrt. V 
~ - mphlot states that Mr. Heaton 

i ponnlttod to make the sUOo- 
__.-gested by Bishop Moore to Dr. 
Covert Tn which 61r. IleaWn sold: 

•Wheren* It was not my dealrp or In- 
lUon, In Iho teaching complained of. 
oonlravcno or oppose tho tradltlon- 

ui,y taught, or commonly receive.], 
doctrino of tho Church In the A.- • 
ot Faith referred lo; and only to .. , 
date the same according to ray under- 

A GIFT T 5DAY TO THE 

100 NEEEIEST CASES 

Will bring rdjitl fo? oU oF next 
yent to iomelde*«ving fftmily. 

Mdbs citsfiM ropiib'd (® 
Hundred Nei^isat Cajes Fund 

aq^’Vioii fo 

TH£ NE.W YORK TIMES 
Tlm*« Mow Yorit- 

. „ ... leading Baptist church. 
n„v Is perhaps thn leading Baptist 
Fundamenlollsl In America." 

'fhe potiiphlot In which the evidence 
Is submitted says that on Nov. CT 
Heaton "was formally presented by the 
Standing Committee of tho Diocese for 
trial on the charge of heresy, ^d 
heresy being tho ullcgnllon that he had 
denied tho Virgin Birth of Christ. 
After quoting from his eemion the basis 
of tho Charge tho riatnphlel continues; 

"ImmodlBleW following this senno 
nbJceilonj to this statement were made 
to^ the Right Rev. Harry T. bloore. 
dshop coadJUl'ir of the D ocese of 
v.vn« by certain membor* of Oio parish. 

Vestryman First Complained. 
“At the Ve.itry meeting on April S 

verbal complaint was also made i 
Vestry by qho of H* merobora. A 
Ing of Uio Vestry was eollod for April 
30 for tho purpose of considering 
matter formally. On Sunday evening 
April 20 tho senior warden. Dr. Covert, 
took counsel with Bishop Mooro 
latter’s resldcnco in Dollna. at which 
Umo ho urged the Bishop to make a 
slalenieni rvUitlve lo Mr. Ileaton which 
would bring Die cohlrowrey to ^ vfic 

Dr. Covort lu a sworn stalonii 
quotes Bishop Mooro os saying in at 

“‘^Havo Mr. Heaton to say to the 
Vosiry that tho Bishop qsked Mm to ■< 
eonferenco to discus* cortoln points i 

- aments mado by 6lr. livato 
at those atniement* touching i- 
'hillr of Christ and Ihe Virgin 

Birth were talked out with tho Bishop, 
■ us sillied to hli.i, tho Bishop slnt-'d 

lli'iiton wp* In keeping with the 
I'li olid liint Mr. Heaton should 
.■r'sav thot What might hovo bi 
in tho po.'il. us wise or unwlso 

now In the pSRt as fur us ho. r 
Heaton, was concerned, and Uiat ho 
wlUUig to put It Into tl'o 

^'‘•^nt'lfe'idmuld assure his Board of 
irootors tUio Vostry) that ho will 

work with Uism unS put away tho 
of Ihn POsL That ho, should nsk 

Vestry to qulot Uio thing for tho 

, vuc.v,-. .... alotenenlA 
to having been muds out of 
heart, and with *" 

laTOlng tho Cburch — ' 

iiili ^esHy to qulot t 
good of the Chuivh." 

at Trthliy Pnrlsb. 
uka this opporluntly 

w. pMUfCaf lbs,. 
{CniUhn M thl tlBOtrlnO PC 

"A* vrslr)!!! 
Port tVorih. r 
of espiwtng 0 

purpose of 
___ her membor*. 

I Uiercfore ask every member of this 
parish to pul from their mind* any 
oplnlonn. '•‘".ions wklrti may ouiDiviif. ui oonchLslo’iis.' whieli may 
have arisen from such teachings of mine, 
no matter whether such opinion or con¬ 
clusion bo favorable or unfa^rablo to 
no If I have been In the wrong, then 

wisli not only lo put mysolf In the 
'Iglit. but to lead you In tho right way 

"Accordingly. I take this occasion to 
announce to you thot. for m® 

I months I sholl refniln from the als- 
slon. tn publlo speech ®f wiIUm. of 

and all. Doctrines of tho Paltn as 
which my leeching has been cem- 

nlalned of. oxoepl In Rio cose of candl- 
Sutea for ConflnnaUon, in which c^o I 
promise that my J?* “I 
tend beyond Uio letter of the ,Blblo, and 
"lo Book of Common Prayer. 

Cengresstloa Seeks lo Keep Rector. 
On May 17 there was a congrcgoUonal 
leetlng at which, with only ons dlssent- 
ig vote, rraolutlons were adopted 

rifTT.Ing tho Myolty ot tho porUh to 
L’plicopal Church ond 

ding: 
declare our firm belief la the 

publicly avowed accoptaneo by our rcc- 
of tho orticlos of the Christian follh 
contalnbd In tho AposUoa’ Creed. In 

his loyalty to the Episcopal Chureh. 
witness lo the fact that ho hs« 

prcssnled this faith and defended 11 Ir 
manner that has led to Its acceptance 

msnt whn^o lives are witnesses to 
r*r"il ntiVi whose loyally to HI* Church 
In beyund question. , , . . 

"Desiring to rvloin tho ministry of 
tho Rov. lAe \V. Heaton to u*. wo pr^ 
test Ogalnst any action contemplated .. 
th» part of the Bishop of the diocese 
wlileh mtsht bo liBi'd to sever hlo rela- 
u',11 to IIA OS being unfair to us and to 
Mm. Wo (Jeclora It to b* our firm pur- 
cest to conllniio in tho mod* of worship 
und doctrins of tho Episoopal Church. 

Tho nainphlot nozt gives (he (ext of 
a letter BlsVop Mn’'re e.nl to Or. Covert 
the seme d^V tho 'joJ!,'' 

folU'»vl'''K tvennaxilay as Iv 

M"' L'hunh as imlarcd by Mr. Ileateii. 
At Ihl" TTiBOtliie.- Ike pfcniplilol. 

OBjpoiion ho ro^Tod oulhortlx M gall 

n special Dloceean Council to select *n 
EcclesiBsUcol CourL At the council 
meeUng. held In St. Matthew's CaUis- 
drol. ifallos. on Juno 2b. five Judges and 
(Ivo alternates were elected to form tbe 

On being summoned by the Standing . 
Commliteo. Mr. Heaton on Nov. lost. ' 
appeared before Bishop Mooro. to im-, 
swer such quesUons regarding his faith 
and teachings of tho doctrine of the 
Church os may bo propounded to him by | 
the Bishop." 

Tho document declare* that Mr. Heaton 
wss unable by his itatemsnta "to satlo- 
fy" Bishop Moora Mr. Heaton wo* 
thereupon instructed to put In tho hands 
of tho Bishop a* soon as poHibIs a 
written statement which would Indicate 
exactly lb* rector’s brik-f eoneeraln* the 
Virgin Birth. The statement Mr. Hea¬ 
ton prepared. signed and forworted to 
Bishop Mooro. , ^ 

In this Mr. Heaton declared his posl- 
t'on was that of Bishop Gore and Canon 
^orr of the AngUc&n Cburch. and 

^^^May I add to these tho testimony of 
one wno on all sides Is regarded as per¬ 
haps tho palest Bishop In our own 
American Cburch. a construeilvo. broad 
churchman. I submit that my poslUon 
In this matter Is lowful os a prtr 
tho Episcopal Chureh. On tho po 
outlined above I am rcody to Uk 
stand." . _ 

On receipt of this statement 
Moore called another meeting «f tbo 
Standing Committer,and read ^. Hen- 
ton's statoment. He declared that It 
"did not meet the situation. Ho 
read the Palm Sunday excerpt 
again. A committee of three was t 
\ipon appointed lo draw up a format 
eentmcnl. Thl* presentment waa d 
fm iSa adopted ■with one dissenting - -- 
The Bishop In answer to a qurailon 

Heston except hi* atUtudo on the Virgin 

Heaton aald yestertMt that he ex- 
nected the date for Ih© trial would be set 
rtTortlv after Dr. Covert (ind ho returned 
■- Daili 

xr»VKRT!SF.MKST. 
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STAGE IS SET AGAIN FOR A HERESY TRIAL 

leli«ctual and xpirltnal 
Jt will ever change, 

•ry It with me Into that splrlt- 
. where I shall auo Jesus face 
Hut I am told by ludlclal dc> 

clston that this conception Is not prr- 
mlMlblo In the mlnO of a minister o^ 

The Rev. Lee W. Heaton, the Central Figuiu 

photo by P. and A. 

n Heresy Charges of Today. 

y»T least one Episcopal rector 
fX facing trial for heresy because 

of his preaclilnRs and several 
* others have publicly qiiesUonoJ 

princlple-s of their creed which 
long ago spilt the rellBloua world. - ' 
fercnces of opinion on the Immaculate 
concoptlun and the virgin binh 
nlmoat as old ns church)/ dogma, 
wus not until ISH that a Culhotlc Pope 
formsilly sanctioned the Idea and i 

, ••The doclrlnn which holds that the 
lElesscd Virgin Mary, from the first In* 
'(Slant of her conception, wts. by a. most 
Singular grace and privilege of Almighty 
Sod. In Che view of the merits of Jesus 
®irl.«l. the Redeemer of the human 
r. 'er, presen-ed from nil stain of Orlg- 

Sin. Is a doctrine revealed by God. 
■ nW therefore to he firmly and stead* 
tst 'ly believed by all the faithful," 

Long before the discussion which led 
tip to that dedaraUen from lyune Ibcro 
liail been speculation In maffy eongre* 
gat'Jons as to the origin oi^d birth of 
Chrlsl. And the closlng/years of the 
’aal\ century were mwfkod by new 

•b^ In churches ^^roughoul the 
Discussion w^ln tbe’EpIscopal 

culminated innOOd wiUi Hie trial 
.■'Wlg.fmitl MOHUy C'hiPsey. 

rector of St. Andrew's Church In Roches¬ 
ter. Me was found guilty of tcadilngs 
icgardlng Christ at variance with the* 
Mplsoopal creed, and restgned his mln- 
slry,, 

The trial of Dr. Crapsey Is vividly 
recdllcd by all Episcopalians and the 
renewal of what Is called Modernist be- 

I has brought with It the question 
ther a conviction of heresy really 
olns the Pundumentailst views or Is 
my way serviceable to the Church. 

/Another famous heresy trial was that 
q the Rev. Charles A. Briggs, a member 
r the Presbytery of New York, result¬ 

ing from statements contained In his 
lauguml address as Professor of BIbll* 
il Theology at Union Theological Semi¬ 

nar}'. The address was deUvered on 
Jiin. 2d, iSOl. and nfler a long-drawn 
trial resulted in the "suspension" of Dr. 
Briggs ip'jrt his retirement from the min-' 
tiiry. fif. Briggs did not question the 
OdUvliy but dealt with certain phases 
of divine authority. 

•i hese t»o heresy trials, both resulting 
In convjijllons. arc the outstanding in- 
sunccB irT extreme aisvlpllnc In Aiiier- 
Ican religious bodies lor a long period 
of .wars And both triols led to rup- 
ture.s which caused grave thought among 
Church Uaders. Generally speaking It 
■nay bo uild that Church authorities 
have liwtncd to the s-rvatest leniency 
in dealing with the Individual beliefs of 
their rolnlatera. They have elected to 
stand aside until these beliefs clashed 
with accepted tenets of faith In a wuy 
to bring a whole crcvO into question. 
Recent expressions by Episcopal clergy¬ 
men have made It appear that more 
than one heresy trial was Imminent. 
But so far the only definite development 
has been accusations against the Rev. 
Ue \V. Heaton of Fort Worth, Texas. 

The arraignment and trial of Dr. 
.'tnprry artraeted more attention than 
any other proceeding ot Its kind In the 

'and only of the soil which brought 
together so many diamalic ulemenu. 
The accused had been rector of St. An¬ 
drew's since Ibih. and 

mini. of 1 
Upper New York. In IMH and 
preached a scries of Sunday night ser- 
nions which voveicd a broad 
faith and rvUgloua luschlng. Some of 
these sermons touched upon the 
birth and rcsurrcolloli. They caused 
much talk because of their variance 
frum the usual Episcopal creed. 

This comment grew Into a rising 
of protest on that side Of the Episcopal 
Church which Is now called Ihc Funda- 
.ncnUlIsls, Finally It compelled atten¬ 
tion by the church ntilhorlllea ami led 
t- charges against Dr. Crapsey. He was 
tried and convicted und Uic vase went 
to the Court of Review, widch aubslnti- 
llally affirmed the lower court. On Nov 
20. llHSI. Dr. Crap-'vy wrote a IclUr o 
rislgnotlon to his Bishop which may b- 
ni-i:vptcd ns the shortest and best su—.- 
iiilng up of the minister's views. 

"Un-Kr existing conditions l ''■v-m U 
niy duty to make a formal and final re- 
nunclaUon of the ministry of the Prot- 
rsiant Episcopal Church." hcj wrote. 
' • • "V.y sole difficulty Hon In the 
fact that u long, furoful. conscientious 
study of the Holy Scriptures has com¬ 
pelled ni'- to come to certain conclusions 
(oncernlnc tho pri-nals) history of 

1 physl 

ascended Into Heaven I do not mean 
and cannot mean that with His physical 
botly of flesh, blood and bones Ho 
floated Into sparo and has for 2,000 
years been existing, somewhere In the 
sky, in that very physical body of flesh, 
blood ond bones. Such an existence 
would seem to me not glorious but 
horrible and such a conception Is to me 

only unbelievable, it Is unthinkable, 
at I do mean by this phrase Is that 

Jesus having accomplished His work In 
Hie flesh, ascended Into the higher life 

the spirit. Also when I say of Jesus 
it He was conceived by the Holy 
ost, born ot the Virgin Mary, 1 do 

1 mean that the great and living God 
order to got into His world had to 

Present Church Controve 
Cases of Dr, Crapse 

\1otato KIs wonderful law of human 
genorallon, break Into the sanctities of 
marrluge and cause a Son of man to bv 
bom without human father. Such a 
notion Is most repugnant to my ideal of 
a wise and holy God. 1 was not there¬ 
fore alarmed, 1 was relieved when a 
careful study of the Holy Scriptures 
convinced mu thot this notion of (he 
origin of Jerua was without foundation 
In history. Jesus was not lessened in 
my worship. He was ennobled by this 
discovery. 

Now this conception of Jesus baaed 
careful study of Holy Scripture! 

I of tl y In- 

thbi decision. I esnnot change iny 
mind—) therefore leave the Church. I 
do notlbleme my Judges; they ncteil ac¬ 
cording to their light—let not them 
blame rnc If I follow my light, which Is 
lightening me to the overlastiqg day^ 
But whether they blamo or not. I can- 

do other than I do—I must obey 
God rather than men. 

ut while 1 thus feci that their dc- 
n Is final for me 1 am equal 
lin that It is not final for 
•ch. I have reason to know 
! are hundreds of clcrgymci 

thousands of laymen In the Prot 
Episcopal Church who liavc reactf d tho 

1 conclusion that I have, a/c Sir, 

their position In thj Church 
Is Just as tenable as it ' 

■'lets no person opt 

every man stand In his placi 
mind boldly and tho truth 
have a' multitude of witness 
In the Church nmut lieai 

Predlcl 9 On|. 

•r. Crapiy may I 
ilalncd la so far t 

c prediction of Dr. 
said to have been sustained 
continued discussion Is concerned. 

conviction tho ' question of 
immaculate conception lost Something 

public Intercel end dlscuAlo: 
so general. But In recentyoars It 

.._j been renewed until llio if^om 
commonly handled In several ' 
churches from a viewpoint not ^ 
Hally different from that of Dr. CraJ 

Bishop Lawrence Cha 

0" 

rsy Resembles Famous 
y and Dr. Briggs 

npions Modernists 

NB of the moat talUed about U oks by nny churchman of this 

I (hat "The subject 

era is a Utile volume coiled 
William Lawrence of Massaohl^'i 

ministry of a half century. 
Recalling hlo early days, Bishop 

of a Ihesla given mo by my profesiir in theology 
believe In Danvlnlsm and remain a I .j^dallun?' Tho profcaaor .said ho 
could not. I knew almost nothing Q..'hc BUbjeci. though 1 had. ot 
course, ivad tho Origin of Species, liut the marshnlllnc of facts, the 
evident honesty of purpose nnd thq humility of Darwin thrc'v mo . 
over to his aide. And when the wnribetwecn science and religion, so 
full of tragedy and comedy, w.is or^I found myself in general sym¬ 
pathy wltb the standpoint of sclcnc " 

Regarding an understanding ot C d Bishop I-awrence sayn; "I was 
baffled again und again by the In-kmpictenc.ss of tho definition of 
God. Some theologians described C Id in such mechanical or logical 
terms that it seemed sometimes as If EHr were a mathematical proposi¬ 
tion. But because God is Infijillo h power and love, wc hail the 
niv..terv of His liglDP.vJVhleh.-ha' ofjlBacrintlBn._l_ 1. 

"No dlr<ovcry of science, no higl^-r or lower' criticism, has t;d(cn 
from US our faith In God who is (cd the Father, God revealed In 
his son Jesus. Ood working tlirougiiiMls spirit; and when we reallso 
how our conception of the universe uina been enlarged ten thousand 
times, how the history ol the planeiH of this little world und the up¬ 
growth of man from lower animal forms to his divine esinle, hna 
opened wondrous revelations, we »ve a conception of God ten 
thousand times greater, nobler -ind more spiritual than was that 
ot our fathers. He. so wondrous. dv/iUeth in us and w« in Him." 

which was founded on the careful eludy 
of a few Anivrlean scholars, I was 
charged by friends, dear to me. with 
heresy. It is now a source of satisfac¬ 
tion to read In Bishop Gorl's later works, 
wherein he In defending the doctrine of 
the virgin birth, that he has come to the 
same conclusion." 

Other mlnlaters of the Episcopal fxUb 
have exprosaed views verging upon these 
centres or In some meosuro reflecting 
the conceptions for which Dr. drapi 

(ho only one who seems likely to 
calledi upon for sn explanation before 
a Jury of his churchly peers. 

The convielion of Dr. Briggs, although 
Inlng from a different caus; 
o les esllng. e bill 0 

who soy Jesus Christ was 
vlr!^ln^ are Justified by the 

Scriptures. far 1 have been able 
find but thceu references to It. The 

best scholars tell us that the word used 
by Isaloii In his prophecy means 'a 
young married woman.' and this was 
wrongly translated In Greek lo mean 'a 
virgin.' It is possible that tho early 
wrllcrs found it a beautiful suggestion 
that Christ was bom of a virgin. SI. 
Paul said that Jesus was born ot the 
Gccd ol David after tho flesh. His an¬ 
cestry in St. Matthew and St. Luke was 
traced through Joseph, and those two 
gospels state it was Joseph who was 
descended from David. Wo havo no 
idea about Mary's ancoslry. In St. 
.Mark there Is not one word about the 
virgin birth. The fourth gospel says 
Hts fulher wa.i Joseph. There Is Jus¬ 
tification from Scripture for those who 
deny that the virgin birth wav a hls; 
lorlc fact." 

Another distinguished churchman. 

Iflhop 'William Lawrence of Jlassachn- 
istls, remarks In n new book c " 
•hfty Tears"; 
)'I was brought up to believe that 

"Jesus Christ, Hls only Son, our Lord, 
i^s conceived by the Holy Ghost, bom 
oi the virgin Mary': and In my earlier 

nlstry assumed, as has been assumed 
roughout a large part of the Christlun 

In Christian theology, that this 
IS an essential element In the 

ii carnation. 
’ll Is now well recognised that scholars 

divided upon the question of the 
In birth: os to whether tho stronger 

dcnce leads to the confirmation of this 
a fact or whether It Is a tradition 

ilch must he rc-cxanilned. These achol- 
sre not mere critics and skeptics, but 
upon olther side men of equal rever- 
. faith and belief In thb Incarnation. 
Vlth tho conservatism of my nature, 
.ve alwans acceded lo the tradition, 
with a mind open lo further light. 

Iijmo Uilrly years ago, however, I was 
ivinccd that there Is no essential con- 
illon between the belief In the virgin 

By WALTER LITTLEFIELD. 
^HKHK Is a potential republic 1 

: which at any momer 
f nMtuA .Enthui 

lie Republican Greeks thought It 
would occur immediately after 

general elections last Sunday. It 
come today, tomorrow, or when 

newly elected National Assembly 
ones. The Assembly will have a 

membership of about one-third picdgea 
(publicans and two-thlnls Liberals, 

who are divided only as to the inter¬ 
pretation they place on the recent dec¬ 
larations at thclr chief. Etcutherios 
Vcnisclos—a republic by the devolution 
of the monarchy or by the evolution ot 
he body politic. 
The veil of censorship which has cn- 

'cloprd Athena since the elections was 
sufficiently lifted last Tuesday to show 

iiat the RevoluOonary Committee, 
•hlch placed the present King on llio 
iroiie lost year, having caused hls 

father to abdicate, had called On the 
'olutlonary Government, which U had 

Inaugurated at that time, recounted tho 
history of the father's delinquencies, ac¬ 
cused the son of having inspired the 
Molaxaa counter-revolution of two 
months ago (In spite of hla recent vin¬ 
dication by the Premier) and declared: 

forfeiture of the crown by this 
dynasty is a national, neeessit)'." The 
Government so far accepted the sug¬ 
gestion aa to ask Ihe IClng to ab 
himself from the country until the 
tional Assembly should settle the fate 
ot him.self and country. So he with f 

a visit to hls moth 
In-Iaw In Rumania. 

surface It would appear that 
-olutlonary 

Colonels Gonulas.und PlasCIras would 
submit willingly to a pronounced ex¬ 
pression of the 'wlU ot the Assembly. 
Under the surface, however, are thclr 
fear of reprisals by the Constantine 
pclitlclans, whose chiefs they executed, 
and the pressure that Is being brought 
to bear from Bucharest, for a republic 
In Greece would Shatter the ambitions 

Queen Marie for dynastic control of 
the Balkans. It Is reported that 

•fiC 

been reports that Rumania 
and Y'ugoslavla might 

of King ond dynasty with force of 
B. But the day when nionarclv 

GREECE IN THROES OF 
By WA 

^HKRK 
' I ' Greece 

lie Re 

lloulars brought iigaln: 
charged with. teaching that 
tho reason la a fountain of divine 
av.thqrlly which may and does savingly 

irlDturcB as fno alnnomatTve prije- ' 
Ion of the will of God and reject 

also (he way of salvation through the 
diatlon mill sacrifice of the Son of 
d as revealed therein; which Is con- 

Irar}' to the essential doctrine of the 
loly Scripture ond of the standards of 

the said Church, that the Holy Scrip- 
most necessary and the rule ol 

faith and practice." 

Rruon nnd galvallon. 
The charges further quoted him as 

lauching that "Martincau could not find 
divine authority In tho Church or t 
Bible, but he Old find God enthroned 
Ills own sou). There are those w 
would refuse these rationalists a place 
la the company of Uie faithful. But they 
ferget that tho essential thing Is t 
God and divine certainty, and It 
iiitn have found God without the meilla- 
llon of Church and Bible. Church and 
Bible arc means and not ends; 

Dr. Charles A. Briggs, Central Figure in Famous Heresy Trial o£ Past. 

I, but a t God. AVe 
regret that these rationalists depreciate 
the means of grace so essential to n 
of us. but we ure warned lest we c 
ndt a similar error, ami depredate 
rciison and the Chriatlan consclouane 

III another paragraph Dr. Briggs 
accused of saying that "unless C 
authority Is discerned in Uie forma of 
voaatn. there Is no ground upon which 
sny of the heathen could over have been 
saved, for they know nothing of Bible 
or Church. If they are not savingly en- 
kghU-ned by the Light of tho World in 
the forms of the reason, the tvhole 
heathen world Is lost forever.’’ 

After a long trial and appeal the Gen¬ 

eral Assembly of the Preabyti'rlaii 
Church handed down a decision on June 
1. ISOS, finding that.the said 
Charles A. Briggs has uttered, taught 
and propagate"! views, doclrine.s and 
teachings us set forth In said charges 
contrary to the essential doctrine of 
Holy Scripture • • • which said erro¬ 
neous teachings, views and doctrines 
strike nt Ihc vitals of religion and have 
been Industriously spread: wherefore 
Ibis Geneml Assembly • • • docs 
hereby suspend Charles A. Briggs from, 
the office of a minister In Ihe Presby¬ 
terian Church." 

In all ages and lands heresy trials have 
followed the teaching of new doctrii 
The medieval Church was especially bit¬ 
ter against changes of creed and ... 
deavored to put them down literally 

■OLITICAL UPHEAVAL 
‘ throne ot a relative could defend 

this way has passed. 
.\Tien the lale Emperor Charles ot 

AusTfft"waaTeIecchlog QUcRi -Wtn’fP's- 
husband. King Ferdinand, not to 

or the World tVar on the side 
the Entente, he closed a dispatch 

with the words: "We Kings must 
slick together." Since tho close of tho 

no royally In Europe has done 
iiiuie Uian she to revive Ihc dying mon¬ 
archical legend. In Ihe Spring of 1021 
her eldest daughter. Princess Ellxabclh. 
married the Greek Crown Prince, who 
became King George II. on the final 
abdication of hlsvfsthcr. King Constan- 

on Sept. ‘il. 1022. and her eldest 
Carol, the Crown Prince of Ru¬ 

mania. married George's sister. Princess. 
Helen. Then on June 8, 1022. her sec¬ 
ond daughter. Merle, married King 
Alexander of the Serb. Croat and Slo- 

Stale. It has been said that she 
also has picked one of the Italian Prin¬ 
cesses for her second son, Prince 
Nicholas, and Is bringing up her third 
daughter, Ileanen, not yet quite fifteen, 
to look upon King Boris of Bulgaria os 
her future husband. 

e Influence 

far I So If these Influences 
•strained the revolutionary Government 

from giving way to republican clamor, 
Vcnlselos. at the same time, has exerted 

restraining influence upon the cager- 
-ss of the P.cpubllcans. When ho left 

Greece In Ihe Autumn of 1020. after the 
rietory of ttie Constanthxians at the 
polls, he declared he never ngaln would 
snlcr the political life of Hellas. He 
lad' returned from the Paris Peace Con¬ 

ference laden wUh the spoils ot the 
Turks and with a mandate from the 
Entente lo execute the Treaty of Sivres. 

■y repudiated him and recalled 
Constantine. Still, two years later, after 
the disaster to th^e Constantino arms In 
Asia Minor, he was induced to serve hla 
ungrateful countiy at the Lausanne Con¬ 
ference. where Turkey end 

the S9' 
statesmanship managec 
of Hellas. Howe 

ty^ns slgneq m: 
the Greeks In which 

VI.t;,,, equally against following 
example of Medea (the Greek onchant- 
rcBB, who covered her trail 'h" 

PAY OF COLLEGE PROFESSORS 
BELOW THAT OF UNION LABOR 

A- 

h the I. c Creeds. 
er.ognlx"* the right 

unMIltilPd nuthorlil-» ol the Chumh 
ili flne the ll.ulls uf Intersirvtcitlon nni 

• In 

! US nuw Interpreted by 

1 sity of Jesus that Uc 

N Interesting comparison has been 
Illy by the Institute of 

Publlj Service between the saUrles 
ot college professors throughout the 
country and ihe union wages of building 
and other trades. As In other profes¬ 
sions and trades, there has been a gen¬ 
eral Increase in the Incoihes of college 
professors. The fact that at several uni¬ 
versities the salaries of full professors 
have been Increased lo as much as {10,- 
000 a year has been made much of. but 
such reports are misleading. 

With the wages paid to skilled labor 
in mind. It Is Interesting to find that 
only about one-half of SOO colleges re¬ 
porting pay their full professors M.OOO 
or more. A few pay SID.OOO, notably 
Columbia, Talc nnd Michigan. Seveaal 
others pay ns high as JS-OOD a year lo 
the moet prominent members of their 
FucuUUs. On the other hand, elghti 
colleges pay their full professors I 
than *2.000. To reach this rank a p 
feasor must of course have spent ye: 
In training. The salary of the Instructor 
Is le»j. 'The highest pay In any Amcn- 

,van culIcK"- Is IS.500 a year. In sixty- 
lone culb'ges Ihe salary is but *1.000, 
while eiglii pay leas than *1,000. This 

Deposition of Dynaslly Paves Way For S 
Republic—Verdi'U ■ Lies- With- 

New National Assembly 
llmba of her nturdcred brothers) tmd 
establishing a republic by revolution, 

hlch, he raid, meant a 
tdlcsa conflict. 
Then In tho fourth week of October 
smo the revolt of General Metaxas 

against Uie revolutionary Government, 
made up of a personnel of intran- 
slgcants. partly Constontlnlans and part¬ 
ly officers with long grlsvances of va¬ 
rious origins. Up to that time tho 
'Revolution of 1022" had enjoyed the 

(UstIncUon. although unrecognised by 
foreign chancelleries, of being one of the 
few revolutions In history carried out 
without bloodshed—If we accept the 
legality of Its execution of five statos- 

ond one Ovncral. The Metaxaa at- 
however, larntahed Its record, for 

much blood flowed before the General 
escaped to Italy. 

The reaulte of this revolt were 
fold; They uncovered an unsuspected 
sentiment for a republic; they brought 
to mind the achievements of Venisetoa, 

contrllo spirit toward hint, and a cry 
r bis return. At the beginning of 

November two members of King 
George's personal military staff ' 
arrested on a charge of collusion 

Motaxlsis. The Incident at 
seized upon by certain army chiefs, 

like General Pangalos, as a pretext for 
declaring that the Crown hod forfcitci' 
the lovo and confidence of the people. 
In numerous Instances officers and men 

t to tear the crown from their 

kwts and replace it by a republican ikarde. surmoiintol by the capital D 
|••l)emokatla.•• Confidence partly was 
itored when tho Premier, Colonel 
Inatbs, called the military and polltl- 

chlcfs together and stated 
lughout the crisis the attitude of 

George had been quite correct. 
Personal animosity against the King 

|ased but the clamor for a republic 
. .. louder. The press, wllli the 

.iilon of the papers directly controlled 
bj| the Govemmont, demanded an elec- 

Tho Government yielded: Plr« 
Dec. 2, then the Hth, and then 

Agoln»t Republic by Force. 
[.Vhy the successive postponements? 

■•idently a desire on the purl 
•vemment to havo Vcnlxelos qualify 

sl^Il more conservatively hls acceptance 
republic. General Olhoneos 1 
sent to Interview him In Frai 

lie visitor boro all sorts of political 
fts for the return ot tho great states- 

a democratic and constitutional 
nijonarchlst. In contemplating these 
gi*Jt8 It la noa.«lbla that Venizclos. who 
carries In hla body tho soars of three 
separate attempts at assassination, may 
have recalled the words of Virgil: 
"Ilmeo Danoos cl dona forentes." 

At nny rate he declined to return and 
s-nl a letter instead. In which he ox- 
pi-cssed hls bltlcr disillusionment of the 
Creek monarchy. “it Is now three 
)'"Ars since 1 have ceased lo believe In 

teachers In the public schools of New 
and several other largo cities. The 

pay of Inalruclors, despite their long 
training, often Is Ie*a than Is demanded 
y the Janitors ot the buildings. 
Although in the last few years living 

>Bls havo doubled or more, there has 
ol been a corresponding Increase In the 

eoliBgo profeHSors' salaries. Tlie In¬ 
crease In the maximum pay for full pro¬ 
fessors has varied from *200 w *6.000 
a year, and for Instructors from *7!1 to 
*1.600 a year. Most of the colleges to¬ 
day pay appreciably less than the "going 
wages." 

There has been a correcpondlng In- 
creaes In the tuition In praollcilly all 
colleges. The Jump has varied from *1 
lo *160 a year, in no single college, bow. 
ever, Is ihe tuition anywhere near 
enough lo pay ihe actual 'xprnse of .In¬ 
struction. 

There is much discussion O'" to 
whether the tuition should not l.c raised 
much higher In order that the profeaxors 
might bo paid an adequa 

1 the 
, shniiid 

lie aciuni cost of InstruL. 
rK, especially since Ihe professors 
he ones wbo auffr- 

the necessity for the monarchy In l Government until ratification of the 
Greece,” ho wrote. He warned the re- publican form of Government by 
publicans not to attempt a recourse lo| people. The resolution was taken 

BlghlacJtUni. beloro tb» alftctlarm—k--. 
re everything the people must re¬ 

cover tho reins of government and bc- 
aecustomed to govern before try¬ 

ing anything else. Then he paraphrased 
dosing passage In hls valedictory 

establishment ot a republic by 
force will unlto the reactionary forces 
ot the country and degrade Greece In 
the foreign point of view lo a lower 
level than she is at present. If It • 
by force we shall have a military 
lutlon every five months. The army 
will b. divided into several enemy camps 
and tbe day will approach rapidly when 
our frontiers will bo transported to this 
side of the BUtrltxa.' 

Although Venizclos would tranqulUxo 
the republican wave he would do noth¬ 
ing to stop It. On the publication oi 
hls letter. General Pangalos wrote In 
the Elcphteros Typos: "The Indomitable 
wave, w^lch grows from day to day. 
Irresistibly submerges the country. I' 
constitutes an eloquent proo^ that thi 
people finally have entered upon a path 
whlcii wilt conduct Uiem to safety and 
(o the rc-ealabllshment of domestic 
tranquillity. No force will succee") In 
damming this wave. The torrent will not 
ill to carry aw.xy the fragile obstacles 
(hlch the camarilla of Cno palace place 

Delaying Depesltlen of Dynasty. 
Meanwhile. Venizclos was receiving 

almost doily messages from Individual 
and organizations asking him to return 
and lake charge of the altuatlon on his 
own terms. One attractive bait was to 
have him no'mlnated formally in ever}- 
constituency throughout tho kingdom, 
BO that as the sole Deputy clcctejl he 
would himself become the National 
setnbly and do as ho nleased. 
schonio felt through, only to be followed 
by another. It was proposed that the 
ruvolutlonary Government should dis¬ 
solve Itself into a regency, having asked 
the King to take a vacation ubruad, 
and then govern until the elections 

(tiled the 

pomal he made the following observation, 
which shows that, as far as the seeming 

(liable Is concerned, ho saw then eye 
yo with Ventzcloa: 
1. too, am an old republican, but I de- 
the existence of Greece before every¬ 

thing in order that tho republic may 
latdb. Therefore, I reject your 

proposal that my Government should act 
as a regency, and even If I had the im¬ 
pression that tbe whole people desired 
the deposition of the dynasty. I should 

overthrow It unless 1 had absolute 
authorization of Ihe people 
clear proof that the whole people desired 
a republic. After the elections tho Na¬ 
tional Assembly can seek the opinion of 
the Greek people. That Is the right way. 
and our policy. It also suits the 
psychology of the Greek people, which 
resents tho Imposition upon It of even 
the best principles. Take my advice, 
and do not establish an anil-popular re- 

Meanwhllc carry on moral prop¬ 
aganda. and then the country will havo 

eace and easily wilt face external dan- 

For General Gonatas. tH% rcvolullon- 
_ry Premier, the problem seems to be a 
dilemma—either Uic maintenance of the 
King or a republic; the Greek people, 
he feels sure, desire neither any relative 
of the King nor a member of another 
dynasty as sovereign. As to Uie return 

Venlzelos, or what Uiat return may 
an. he has not uttered a word. He 

feels sure that whatever form the Gov- 
may take. If legally consti¬ 

tuted. It will win Ihe Immediate recog¬ 
nition ot foreign chancelleries. 
Country's Fate In Assembly's Ilonds. 

If tho republioans can contain them¬ 
selves until the National Assembly shall 
havo pronounced the fato of llio coun- 
to-, shall have called a plcblscltum te 
decide, It Is evident that tho revolution- 
ary Government will accept the verdict 
of that bod}-. A month ago republicans 
were placed under arrest and their dem¬ 
onstrations dispersed until the troops 
refused to act. Then the Governnicnt 

will) fli« and mviird. Thv tonh was a 
immon remedy for inu men devieiing 
om GcctptMl liilcrpretallonB of the 

Scrirtiires. In ISs'.i the definition al¬ 
ready quoted of Plus IX., concerning tho 
Immaculate conception, hccamc a cor- 

Tstonc of Catholic teachings. U may 
be broadly stated that tho Church al- 

t h«ld the mother of Christ 
slnlcs*. But the doctrine os set doan 
by Plus IX. Is said npt to have been 
promiilgaicd In that form until the 
iweltlh centuty. 

Tho flrfct five centuries ot the Chrls- 
lisn era yield sucli refsrcnces to Mary 
oa a person "In every respect holy" or 
"In all things unstained." At other 
limes she Is called '••super-lnnoccnl” 
and "singularly holy." Or she Is "the 
earth before it was accursed." St. Au¬ 
gustine said that "As regards the 
mother of God I will not allow an}t 
question whatever of sin." In this In- 
slance scholars have held that he was 
speaking of direct, personal sin, where- 

references lo any sin by Mary 
usually arc looked upon from the view¬ 
point of racial or "original" sin. 

According lo one explanation, St. 
Bernard was the first man to raise the 
speclfi^qUMtlon^o^UteJmmaculBtj 

Ilrae a feast day was . obsarvsd In 
•tome Western churches lo glorify the 
"Conception of the Blessed Virgin.” 
The canons of the Metropolitan Church 
In Lyons wore censured by the saint 
for authorizing a feast not ordered by 

In Athens, at the Temple of Olympian 
at which a resolution was adopted 

unanimously advocaling the deposition 
of Ihe dynasty and the exercise of su¬ 
preme aulhorll}' by the Revolutionary 

.ward passlvll}-. ] met In StT 1’ 
while the cries of "ZUo Demokatla, kaio - •• • 
Basileus!" ("Long live tho Republic, 
down with the King!”) increased und 
tho words soon were flown from ban- 

PLOT THE 'PHONE CALL CURVE; 
BUSIEST HOUR OF DAY 9:30 A. M, 

(Tar of Ihe Scholars. 
Another great medlcv.il Church schol¬ 

ar, Sc. Thomas Aquinas, ducUneil lo 
accept the Immaculate conception, hold¬ 
ing that Mary could not have been re¬ 
deemed by Christ unless she was one 

sinful. St. Bonaventura 
closely followed this view und John 
Duns Scotus. a famous scholar, who died 
early In the fourteenth century, main¬ 
tained that It was not derogatory to 
Christ that he was born of Mary. 

So the discussion went on until l-IA?. 
when Pope Sixtus IV., who had ap¬ 
proved the Feast of tlie Conception, con¬ 
demned all who termed the doctrine of 
tbo Immaculate conception hL-rctlc.vt, 
and expressly forbade either school of 
churchmen to assert that thclr views 
ha<I proved victorious. From that lime 
until the decision of Plus IX. tho Church 
was sharply divided on the Nativity. To 

: follow the discussion through all Its 
windings would be to review tha whole 
theological turmoil of the centuries. No 
other question In church creed anil prgc- 

1 such long and sjvrnty 
discussion. In 1651 Paul V. (slabllslied 

penalties for those who should 
publlcy assert that Mary was conceived 
In original sin. Later on. Gregory XV. 
extended that order to private discussion 
but expressly permitted the Dominicans 
to debate the matter among their own 
councils. 

With advancing years Ihe theory of 
the Immaculat© conception gained 
strength and became a part ot Catholic 
leachlnga In many counlrlvs. But there 
were variations In the IntcrprvtaUons. 
So Plus IX. undertook lo sot the whole 
piattor at rest In 1834. Before a gathrr- 
Ing of mshoptLiram ajlava- ’he w-rJjL- 

• ^ ■ ' Basilica, . .^gtsShs 
F-uU Incffabllls Deus. conlplnlng the 
definition quoted at the opening of this 
article. 

There Is a vast literature on the Int- 
mnculalc conception nnd U has been the 
liuse of much bloodshed. Cengregu- 
lons. provinces nnd churches have dl- 
•Idod an It. More I 

The distribution of telephone colls 
throughout the day. rising nnd fall¬ 
ing from hour to hour, may be con¬ 
ed the pulso of Ihc city's aCtIvlUes. 
tree has been plotted to show the 

fluciuoUoiiB of this pulse with accuracy. 
It might bi- supposed that the maxl- 
tunt number of telephone calls would 

bo reached at tho beginning of tho btisl- 
dny. about 9 In the morning, ami 

would remain much the same, with the 
exception of the lunch hour, until closing 
time, urqund S o'clock. New Yorkers do 

ise the telephone on any such sched¬ 
ule. 

Until 5 In the morning the number of 
calls Is negllglblv and may be co-.isidercd 
la zero. A alight Increase sots In a 111- 
h' after 3. and by ll o'clock tho rur\e 
wgln." lo sWC'P upward. By 8 o'clock 
he upward movement It rapid, and 
horeafler the curve continuea to rl.so 

steadily. The highest peak In Iclephonc 
traffic Is reached ut 9 :30. CurJouriy. this 
high point la Imilntulned for only n brief 
1" viod, when (he calls begin to fall off. 
Tim fluctuation.-" throughout the day are 
on it lower level, ami the morning peak 
!■ never again reached. 

V 

There follows a slow but steady de¬ 
cline in thu number of colls until 11:30, 
when (he curve suddenly takes a sharp 
downward turn and falls until 12:30, (he 
lowest level of the business day. The 
number of calls at UiU hour Is only 
iqual to thoso at 8 o’clock In the morn- 
ng, when the business offices are coni- 

porntlvoly empty. 
A sharp upward trend Is now nollce- 

able. wiilch continues for Just one hour. 
It has now reached It highest point for 
tho aflcruuon period, which is on the 
same level with the truffle at 8:30 In 
the morning. The calls now remain al- 
iiiosl stallsnary until 4:30. II Is the only 
period of til"’ "lay when the demand foi 
telcphBne numbers shows little variation 
for S'-voral houra 

hVom this hour there is k gradual 
Cline. It might bo expected that 
closing hours of 5 or d o'clock would be 
Indicated by some special movement In 
the curve, but such a variation falls to 
appear. The decline continues until 
night. The number of calls put through 
a( midnight I* rather more thiiii 
o’clock In Ihe morning, the dullest hour 
of the iwvaiy-four. 

t the n the c 
principle. It Is curious 

that In Ihe twentieth century religious 
bodies oneo moie should be torn by a 
subject which caused so much concern 

long ago as the twelfth period ot our 

Ucsplie lively competition 

AMERICA CAPTURES 
TOY BALLOON MARKET 

AL. 
little aircraft made In America Is finding 

jp over the foreign article. The 
•rjean toy balloon Is proving Ihe 
o serviceable; It rises higher than 
other and is considered more dur¬ 

able. So consi'k-iioua has been Its sur- 
cess IhBi the American Consuls In flvo 
dlfferont cuuntrks recently have made 
It tho subject of reports. 

Europe formerly depended for lU »up- 
/ply of toy balloons on England and Ger¬ 
many. Today balloons arc exported 
from America In large quantities lo all 
parts of Europe, even to Germany. This 
export trade !* hamUeapped by 1h« dif¬ 
ference In cxchango. but Ihe American 
balloon Is bought nnlwllhsUndlng. It* 
soniu cases a tariff Is being discusaea 
In order to protect ihe borne Industrie?. 

t 
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STAGE IS SET AGAIN FOR A HERESY TRIAL 

\io1at« Mis wonilerful Iftw of huiiiiui 
itenoratlon, break Into the sancUlIet of 
marrluBC noiil cause <i Son o( man to be 
bom without human faU;or. Such a 
notion Is most repu^ant to my Ideal of 
a wise and holy God. 1 wus not there¬ 
fore alurmed. I was relieved when a 
careful study of (he Holy Scriptures 
convinced me that this notion of the 
origin of Jesus was without foundation 

history. Jesus was not lessened In 
worship. He was ennobled by this 

discovery. 
•Now this conception of Jesus based 
on a careful study of Holy Scriptures 
at the very warp and woof of my In¬ 

tellectual and spiritual life, und It Is 
not probable that it will ever chanec. 

Into that spirit¬ 
ual world where I shall see Jesus'face 

But I am told by ludlelal de¬ 
cision that this conception Is not per- 

ilsslblc In the mind of a minister of 

Photo by P. 

The Rev. Lee W. Heaton, the Centra! Figutu in Heresy Charges of Today. 

Aleo-et one Bplscopsl 
facins trial for heresy 
of his preachings and 
others have publicly questioned 
principles of their creed which 
0 .epilt thu religious world. Dif¬ 

ferences of opinion on the Immaculate 
conception and the virgin birth 
almost os old ns churchly dogma, 
was not until IM4 that a Catholic Pope 
formally sanctioned the idea and said: 
"The doctrine which holds that Hie 

iBIessed Virgin Mary, from the first In¬ 
halant of her conception, was. by a most 
Singular grace and privilege of Almighty 
Cod. in the view of the merits of Jesus 
^rist. the lledeemcr of the human 
r. ‘ce. preserved from oU stain of Orlg- 
|i)> il Bln. Is 4 doctrine revealed by God, 
an.l tboreforo to be firmly and atead- 
fai 'ly believed by all the faithful." 

1. ong before the discussion '^hlch led 
op to that declaration from lUmc (here 
hai>l been speculation In miufy congre- 
Eotlons os to the origin and birth of 
Christ. And the closing/’years of the 
’astV century were morfited by new 

ib^ In churehnd ^Ahroughout the 
. Discussion w^In the'Elplscopal 

culminated irflWO wlUi (he trial 
r-jngv 

He 
I. Andrew's Church In Roches- 
vas found guHly of teacliings jj, 
Christ at variance with the- 
creed, and resigned his mln- 

icgordlng 
KpIscDpol 
airy.,' 

Till- trlol of Dr. Crapsey Is vividly 
.11 Episcopalians and the 

.1 of what la culled Modernist be- 
I brought with it Lho question 
a conviction of heresy really 

a the Pundanienlallst views or la 
y way serviceable to the Church. 

r famous heresy trial was that 
e Rev. Charles A. Briggs, a member 

f the Presbytery of Now York, result- 
statements contained In his 

/inaugural addre.M as Professor of Blbli- 
:l L'nloii Theological Semi¬ 

nars'. The address was delivered on 
Jan. 20, iS91, and after a long-drawn 
trial resulted In the "su.eptnslon" of Dr. 
Briggs a>i(1 his retirement from the min¬ 
istry. pf. Briggs did not question the 
mitivlty but dealt with certain phases 
cf divine authority. 

•fhose two hcre.'iy trial.', both i-esuUlng 
In convjijllona, are the outstanding in- 
suncvii Ilf extreme dlsulpllne In Amer¬ 
ican religious bodies lor a long period 
of years And both trials led to rup¬ 
tures which caused grave thought among 
Church liadors. Generally speaking It 
(nay bo aald that Church authorities 
have Inrdtned to the greatest leniency 
In dealing with thv Individual bcilufs of 
their ministers. They have elected to 
stand aside until these beliefs clashed 
with accepted tenets of faith In a way 
to bring a whole crevJ Into question. 
Ilccvnt expressions by Episcopal clcrgy- 
n>cn have made It appear that more 
than one heresy trial was Imminent. 
But so far the only definite development 
htis been accusations against the Rev. 
Lee \V. Heaton of Fort Worth, Texas. 

y olh 

arraigninent and trial of Dr. 
r astracicd more attention than 

proceeding ol its kind in the 

Into Heaven I do not mean 
and cannot mean that with His physical 
body of flesh, blood and bones He 
floated Into space and has for S.tluo 
years been existing, somewhere In the 
sky. In that very physical body of flesh, 
blood and bones. Such an existence 
would seem to mo not glorious but 
horrible and such a conception Is to me 
not only unbelievable. It Is unthinkable. 
What t do mean by this phrase li? that 
Jesus having accomplished His work In 
the Desh. ascended Into Ihc higher life 
pf the spirit. Also when I say of Jesus 
that He was conceived by the Holy 
Ghost, bom of the Virgin Mary. I do 
not mean that Ihc great and living God 
In order to get Into His world had to 

Present Church Controve rsy Resembles Famous 
Cases of Dr. Crapsey and Dr. Briggs 

.. 
decision. I cannot change my 

mind—i therefore leove the Church. I 
do notiblamo my Judges; they acted ac¬ 
cording to their light—let not them 
blame me If I follow my light, which Is 
lightening me to the overlaaUi)g day^ 
Bui whether they blame or not. 1 can- 

do other than I do—I must obey 
God rather than men. 

‘But while I llius feel that their de¬ 
cision Is final for me I am equal 
certain that It Is not fine! for 
Church. I have rcoson to know 
there arc hundreds of clcrgymei 
thousands of laymen In lho 
Episcopal Church who li 

conclusion that I 

that their position lit ' 
la Just as tenable ns It ever 
Judgment affects no person 
lelf. Lot no one be disn 
ivery man stand In his plno 
mind boldly and tbo truth .. 
have a- multitude of witness! j that all 

redlftlon 1 > 0(1 . 

The prediction of Dr. Craps :y 
said to have been sustained ' - 
continued discussion Is conct 

conviction tho qucstloi 
aculate conception lost Something 

of public Interest and 
80 general. But In recent ^'cara It 

__been renewed until tho 
commonly handled In several Nc^ York 
churches from a viewpoint 
tlally different from that of 1 

Bishop Lawrence Cha npions Modernists 

■oks by any churchman of this 
Tfty Years." written by Bishop 
atts. In which ho discusses his 

ONE of tho.most talked about b 
era i.i a little volume called ' 
William Ijiwrcnce of Mnssachi 

ministry of b half century. 
Rocolllns hlH curly days. Bishop : awrence .mya that "The subject 

of a IhCHl.s given mo by my profcsoir In theology w«s 'Can 
bclicvo in Piirwlnlsm and rcmnln a C -,,,tl#tlan?' Tho profesaoP .Kild ho 
could not. I knew almost nothing o..:he subjeol, though I had. of 
course, read tho Origin of Spoclca. jtut the marshalling of facts, the 
evident honesty of purpose nnd ih^ humility of Darwin threw mo 
over to hla side. And when the wnr,bctwecn science and religion, so 
full of tragedy and comedy, was oi*^I found myself In general sym¬ 
pathy witlj the standpoint of scIcnc 

Rognrding an understanding of G 
baffled again sad again by lho la- 
God. Soma theologians described G 
terms that.lt seemod somoUmea as If 
tion. But becaUBO God is InfljlUo 
mvatprv of 

I Bishop Ijiwrence says; "1 was 
implotene:(s of the definition of 
d In such mechanical or logical 
He were a malhcmntlcul proposi- 
a pow'cr and love, we hull tho 

(ynrj oCdcscrlntlon- 
••No discovery of selcneo. no higl^ or lower crlllclsm. has taken 

from us our faith In God who is Cfil the Father, God rcveoled In 
his son Jesus. God working lliroughiHls spirit; und when we rrnlUo 
how our conception of tho universe flias been enlarged ten thousand 
lime.Bi how the history of the planet* of 
growth of man from lower animal 
opened wondrous rcvulatlone, 
thousand times greater, nobler 

r fathei-8. Ho. so wondrous. dv/illelU h 

world und tho up- 
.0 his divine estate, hns 

concoptlon of God ten 
spiritual than teas thal 

. In Him." 

which wits founded on Ihe careful study 
of a few AiiK-rlcnn echolsnr, I was 
charged by friends, dear to me, with 
heresy. It is now a source of satisfac¬ 
tion to rend In Bishop Gori's later works, 
wherein he la defending tho doctrine of 
the virgin birth, that he has come to the 

imo conclusion." 
Other ministers of the Episcopal faith 
avo expresaed views verging upon these 
enters or In some measure reflecting 
1(0 conceptions for which Dr. drap< 
<as convicted. So far Dr. Heaton 
1(0 only oiiQ who seems likely to be 

culled) upon for sn explanation before 
a Jury of hts churchly peers. 

The conrlctlon of Dr. Briggs, although 
arising from a different cause, was none 
the less Interesting. In the bill of pur- 
llcutors brought against him he was 
charged with • • teaching that 
tho reason Is a fountain of divine 
au.thcrily which may and docs savingly 

en man. even such men as reject 
" Bo aSthoTTfime'prbe- 

Speaking In St. Bartholomew’s Church 
lit Sunday. Dr. lAtlgbton Parks de¬ 

clared: 
"Those who say Jesus Christ was 

born of n virgin are Justified by the 
Scriptures, far I have been able 
to find but three references to It. The 
best scholars tell us that the word used 
by IsalaJi in his prophecy ntcons 'a 
young married woman.' and this was 
wrongly tronslatcd In Grook to mean 'u 
virgin.' It Is possible that the early 
writers found II a beautiful suggestion 
that Christ was bom of a virgin. St. 
Paul said that Jesus was born of the 
ccod of David after the flesh. His an¬ 
cestry in St. Matthew and St. Luke was 
traced through Joixph. and those two 
gospels state it was Joseph who was 
descended from David. We have no 
Idea about Mary's anceslry. In St. 
Mark there Is not ono word about the 
virgin birth. The fourth gospel says 
His father was Joseph. There Is Ju»- 
llflcallon from Scripture for those 
deny thal the virgin birth was' a 
loric fact." 

Another distinguished churchman, 

|shop William Lawrence of Massachu- 
(Ats, remarkfl In a new book called 
'Titty Tears"; 
I'l was brought up to believe that 

"Jesus Christ, His only Son, our Lord, 
nkA conoclvcU by the Holy Ghost, bom 
ol the Virgin -Mary'; and In my earlier 

nistry assumed, as has been assumed 
roughout a largo purl of the Christian 

ei ( and In Christian theology, that this 
IS an essential clement In the 

l( :amatlon, 
. Is now well recogrdted that scholars 
divided upon the question of 

•gin birth; as to whether the stronger 
dence leads to the confirmation of 

,ct or whether It Is a tradition 
Ich must be re-exainined. These schol- 

ire not mere critics and skeptics, but 
upon oither side men of equal rever- 
. faith and belief In thb incarnation, 
t’llh tho conBcrvatlsm of my nature, 
.ve alwaUB acceded to the tradition, 
with a mind open to furlhor light. 
0 Udrty years ago. however, 1 was 

:( ivlnccd that there Is no essential con- 
dloli between the belief In the virgin 

>ljth and a belief in the Incarnation. In 
' lug expression to that conviction, 

tV.gLTER httlkfibld. 
'^HEliE Is a potential republic In 

see which at any moment 
i_l>BComa-.actias-Eiuhi 

lie Republican Creeks thought It 
would occur immediately after 

general elections last Sunday. II 
come today, tomorrow, or when 

newly elected National Assembly 
'cnes. The Assembly will have a 

membership of about one-third pledgee 
ms and two-lhlrds Liberals, 

who are divided only aa to tho Inter- 
they place on the recent dec¬ 

larations of Uicir chief. Eleutherlos 
dos—a republic by the devolution 

of the monarchy or by the evolution of 
the body politic. » 

The veil of censorship which has en¬ 
veloped Athens since the elections was 
sufficiently lifted last Tuesday to shov/ 

Revolutionary ComniilWc, 
which placed the present King on the 
throne last yuar. having caused hla 
father to abdicate, had called on the 

olutlonary Government, which It had 
inaugurated at that time, recounted tho 
history of the father's delinquencies, ac¬ 
cused the son of having Inspired the 
Metaxas counter-revolution of two 
months ago (In spite of hla recent vin¬ 
dication by the Premier) and declared: 
The forfeiture of the crown by thla 

dynasty Is a national, necceslty." The 
Government so far accepted the sug¬ 
gestion as to ask the King to absent 
himself from the country until the Na¬ 
tional Assembly should settle the fate 

and country. So ho with the 
Queen departed on a visit to his molher- 

i-law In Rumania, 
On the surface It would appear that 
le revolutionary Government of 

Colonels Gonatas.and Plastlrus would 
submit willingly to a pronounced ex¬ 
pression of the will of the Assembly. 
Under the surface, however, arc ihvir 
fear of reprisals by the Constantins 
politicians, whose chiefs they executed, 
and the pressure that Is being brought 

from Bucharest, for a republic 
In Greece would shatter the ambitions 
of Queen Marie for dynastic control of 
the Balkans. It is reported 

and only ca<" of the soil which troughf 
together so many dtaniatlc clem 
The accused had been rector of St. 
dn-w'j since 16T8. and was one o: 
bext-known ministers of his faith In' 
upper New Y'ork. In lli04 and 1005 he 
prvoched a series of Sunday night ser¬ 
mons which coveted a broad field of 
faith and religious teaching- Some of 
tiiese sermons touched upon the virgin 
birth and resurrection. They caused 
much talk because of Ihulr variance 
t’um tho usual Episcopal creed. 

This comment grew Into a rising tide 
of protest on that side of the Eploeopol 
Church which la now called the l-'unda- 
.iienUllstB. Finally It compelUd atten¬ 
tion by the cliurch authorllles and led 
to charges against Dr. Crapsey. He wss 
tried and Convicted and U(e case went 
to Ihe Court of Revle(v', which substan¬ 
tially affirmed the lower court. On Nov. 
20. Ifioil, Dr. Crapsey wrote a IclUr of 
rvslKtiollon to hla Bishop which muy b- 
1(11 .-(.Icl lie the shortC8l and best eu—.- 
mlng up of the minister's views. 

■ I'ndrr existing conditions t '’-cm It 
riy duly to make a fonnal and final re- 
Kiinclatlon of the ministry of the Prot¬ 
estant Episcopal Church," he^ wrote. 
- • • "i:y sole difficulty lies In the 
fuel that a long, careful, conscientious 
study of the Holy Scripture* has com¬ 
piled me to come to certain conclusions 
(oncerning Ihc pri--nslal history of 
Jesus which are not In physical accord 
with the hdltr* of the Creeds. • • • In 
my own viiBc 1 rn ognlxc the right of the' fc: 
oohslltulcd nuthorlil-s ol Ihe C.'hureh to in 
dcflnv the ll.iilts of interpr.-tnilon ninl 1., Is 
ordci to hohl fust (o the truth must Ivll"' 
pu of the Creed as now Intirprctcd by 

I .iiy of Jesu* that He 

iVenlsr'- pat 
y in Greece. Tl 

-1^. 

GREECE IN THROES OF 
u 

f God 0 
of salvation through the 

ledlatlon and sacrifice of the Son of 
God ns revealed therein; which is con¬ 
trary to the essential doctrine of 0(c 
■■>ly Scripture and of the slandaril.s of 

e said Church, that the Holy Scrip¬ 
ture Is most necessary and the rule of 
faith and practice." 

I and Salvation. 
furU\cr quoted him aa 

teaching that "Martlneau could not find 
ilvlno authority In the Church or the 
Bible, but he did find God enthroned In 
Ids own soul. There are those who 
would refuse these rationalists a place 
1o the company of the faithful. But they 
fergot that tho csEonllal thing 
God and divine certainty, and if these 
nic-n have found God without the media¬ 
tion of Church and Bible, Church and 
Bible arc means and ivot ends; they art 
avenues to God, but ore not God. vVi 
regret that these rationalist* depreciate 
tlio means of grace so essential to mos' 
of us, but we are warned lest we com 
Kilt s similar error, and depreciate tho 
reason and the Christian consciousness." 

Ik another paragraph Dr. Briggs was 
Dccui-cd of saying that "unless God's 
authority Is diRcemed in tho forms of 
ru.vach, there 1* no ground upon which 
sny of the heathen could ever have been 
(.avv.l. for they know nothing of Blblo 
or Church, If they are not savingly en¬ 
lightened by the Light of tho World In 
lho forms of tho reason, the whole' 
heathen world la lost forever.” 

After a long trial and appeal tho Gen- 

Dr. Charles A. Briggs, Central Figure in Famous Heresy Trial of Past. 

eral Assembly of tho PresbytcTliiii 
Church handed down a decision on June 
1, 1803. finding that •• • • • the said 
Charles A. Briggs has uttered, taught 
and propagated views, doctrines and 
teachings us set forth in said charges 

:ary to the essential doctrine of 
Holy Scripture < » • which said erro- 

8 teachings, views and doctrines 
strike at the vitals of religion and have 
been Industriously spread; (vhureforo 
this General Assembly • • • 
hereby suspend Charles A. Briggs from, 
the oftko of a minister In the Presby¬ 
terian Church." 

In all ages and lands heresy trials have 
followed the teaching of new doctrines 
Tho medieval Church was especially bit¬ 
ter against changes of creed and en¬ 
deavored to put them down lllerally 

POLITICAL UPHEAVAL 
could defend lho throne of a relative 
liTthls way has passed. 

When lho late Emperor Charles of 
AuaIHa'was“bcsccchlng Queeh Ttiarn!^ 
husband. King Ferdlnsjtd. not to 
enter the World War on the side 
of the Entente, he closed a dispatch 

the words: "We Kings roust 
slick together." Since the close of the 
war no royalty In Europe has done 
more Uian she to revive the dying mon¬ 
archical legend. In Ihe Spring of 1021 
her eldest daughter, Prlncees Elisabeth, 
married the Greek Crown Prince, who 
became King George II. on the final 
abdication of hls»falhcr. King Constan¬ 
tine. on Sept. 27. 1022. and her eldest 
son, Carol, tho Crown Prince of Ru¬ 
mania. married George's sister. Princess. 
Helen. Then on Juno 8. 1022, her sec¬ 
ond (laughter. Marie, married King 
Alexander of tho Serb. Croat and Slo¬ 
vene Stale. It has been said that she 
also has picked one of lho Italian Prin¬ 
cesses for hor second son. Prince 
Nicholas, and Is bringing up her third 
daughter, lleanca. not yet quite fifteen, 
to look upon King Boris of Bulgaria as 
her future husband. 

The Influei ilaelos. 

the dynasty ln~Gre«cr. Thn 
have even been reporta that Rumania 
and Yugoslavia might come to the res¬ 
cue of King and dynasty with force of 
arms. But Ihe day when monarchs 

So If these Influences so far have 
restrained the revolutionary Government 
from giving way to republican clamor. 
Vcniselos. at the sumo time, hoa exerted 
a restraining Influence upon the eager¬ 
ness of the P.epubllcans. When ho left 
Greece In the Autumn of 1020, after 
victory' of the Constantlnlans at 
polls, he declared be never again would 
enter the political life of Hollas. He 
had' returned from tho Paris Peace Con¬ 
ference laden with tho spoils of the 
Turks and with a mandate from the 
Entente to execute tho Treaty of Sivre*. 
HlB country repudiated him and recalled 
Constantine. Still, two years later, after 
the disaster to the Conalanlino amis In 
Asia Minor, he was Induced to serve hla 
ungrateful country at the Lausanne Con¬ 
ference. whore Turkey and the Entente 
rcwcoto the S6vreB Treaty, and 
jtatcBmanshlp managed to save the face 
^^Hj^M^IdbWcvcGaftcr Ihe^Lmmi^ 

yry to the Greeks In which he warned 
lem equally against following the 
xample of Medea (the Greek onchanl- 
esB, who covered her trail with the 

Deposition of Dynasi y Paves Way For 

Republic—Verdi «-Xies- With- 

New National Assembly 
limbs of Iter murdered brothers) and | 
establishing a republic by revolution, 
which, he raid, meant a dictator and 
endless conflict. 

Then in the fourth week of October 
ame the revolt of General Metaxus 

against tlie revolutionary Government, 
made up of a personnel of Inlran- 
slgcnnts. partly Constantlnlans and part¬ 
ly officers with long grievances of va¬ 
rious origins. Up to that time tho 
'Revolution of 1022" had enjoyed the 

distinction, although unrecognixed by 
foreign chancelleries, of being one of tiie 
few revolutions In history carried out 
without bloodshed—If we accept Che 
legality of its execution of five atatcN- 
men and one General. The Motaxas af¬ 
fair. however, tarnished Its record, for 
much blood flowed before the General 
escaped to Italy. 

The results of this revolt were ' 
fold: They uncovered an unsuspected 
ecntlmcnt for a republic: they brought 
to mind Ihe achievements of Venixclos. 
a contrite spirit toward him, and a cry 
for t>ls return. At the beginning ol 
November two members of King 
George's personal military staff ' 
arrested on a charge of collusion with 
tho Mctaxlsta. The incident at once 
was selxcd upon by certain army chiefs, 
like General Pangalos, as a pretext for 
declaring that tho Crown had forfeited 
the love and confidence of the people. 
In numerous instances officers and men 

:c«ir tho crown from their 

a-?,',;.; 
replace It by a republican 
rmounted by the capital D 

Demokaila." Confidence partly 
Tailored when U(o Premier, Colonel 
Q| naias, called the military and polltl- 

togelhcr and atatod 
tho crisis tho attitude of 

George had been quite correct, 
animosity against tile King 

but the clamor for a republic 
louder. The press, -ivith the ex- 
of tho papers directly controlled 
Government, demanded an elcc- 

tldn. Tho Government yielded: First it 
a« Dec. 2, then the Hth, and then the 

ist Repablle by Force. 
successive postponements? 

t desire on the part of the 
(vernment t(J have Venixclos qualify 

•a conservatively his acceptance 
republic. General Othoneos had 

to Interview him In France, 
vlsltop boro all sorts of political 
for the return of tho great statvs- 

a dcroocraile and constitutional 
Ist. In contemplating 

It Is possible that Venixclos. 
n his body the scars of three 

__attempts at assassination, maj 
hive rcralled 11(0 words of Virgil 
"TImeo Danaos ct dona forentes." 

At any rale he declined to return and 
sunt a letter Instead. In which he 
pi-cssed his bitter disillusionment of 
Creek monarchy. "It is now three 
y<<cir* since I have ceased to believe In 

PAY OF COLLEGE PROFESSORS 
BELOW THAT OF UNION LABOR 

A.' Interesting comparison ha* been 
nmde recently by Uxe Institute of 
Publli Sen-Ice between tho salarlc-s 

throughout the 
ages of building 

,n other profes- 
a gen¬ 

eral Increase In the Incoihes of college 
professors. The fad thal at several uni¬ 
versities the salaries of full professor* 
have been increased to aa much as JJO.- 

country and the union wagei 
and other trades. As In o 
slons and trades, there has 

such reports 
With tho ¥ 

In mind, it 
only about o 
porting pay 

sro mlsteodlng. 
ages paid to skilled labor 
B Interesting to find that 
te-half of 300 ooltrges re- 

full professors 33,000 
few pay SIO.OOO. noiahty 

Coluroblo. Yale nnd Michigan. SeveBal 
others pay as high ns li.OOO a yrsr to 
lho most prominent tiiembcrs of their 
Faculties, On the other hand, elglilceii 
c<jU((g<'S pay their full profonsors less 
than J2.000. To reach this rank a 

' inusl of course have sprnl years 
In training. Tlic salary of the Instruolor 
I* kr,-.. The hlEhcst pay In nny Ameri¬ 
can colleKo Is (3.(100 a year. In sixty- 
one colleges the salary la but (l.OOU, 
while eight poy less than (1,000. Tlds 
is tees than is paid to slemeoUiy 

teachers In the public schoobi of New 
York and several other largo cities. The 

of Instructors, despite their long 
training, often Is less than Is demanded 
y the Janitors of the buildings. 
Although In the last few years living 

OSU have doubled or more, there has 
ot been a corresponding Increase In the 

college professors' salaries. The in- 
(0 In tho maximum pay for full pro¬ 

fessors has varied from (200 to (6.000 
a yuar. and for Instructors from (75 to 
$1,600 a year. Most of the colleges to¬ 
day pay appreciably leas than the "going 
wages." 

Tlierxj has been a corresponding In- 
reaRA In the tuition In prao'.lcally all 
olleges. The Jump ho* varied from $1 

to (160 a year, in no single college, how¬ 
ever, Is lho tuition anywhere near 
enough to pay the actual 'xpeitee ot,In¬ 
struction. 

There i* much dlscvi.'ston as to 
whether thu tuition should not bu raised 
much higher In order that the profen'or: 
might be paid an adequate r.-iii'jii'ra 
tlon. It Is urgf'l that the son.* of rb l 
men. lor Inslnm-e, shmdd at l*a»l ps; 
for lUo i(C(ual cost of Instruction Ii. 
college!,, lappclally since (he professors 
are the ones wbo auffer. 

the necessity for the monarchy In 
Greece," lia wrote. He warned tho re¬ 
publicans not to attempt a recourse to 
&.iliabiacUuui.be£iira the .AWIlnna—k—. 
fore everything the people must re¬ 
cover tho reins of government and be¬ 
come accustomed to govern beforo to'- 
Ing anything else. Then ho paraphrased 
the closing passage In his valedictory 
thus: 

"The cslabllslxrocnt of a republic by 
force will unite the reactionary forces 
of the country and dvgrado Greece In 
the foreign point of view to a lower 
level than she Is at present. If It comes 
by force we shall have a military 
lutlon every five month*. The army 
win b. divided Into several enemy camps 
and ibe day will approach rapidly when 

frontiers will be transported 
aide of the Bistritsa." 

Although Venixclos would tranquiUxe 
the republican wavo he would do no ' 

to stop It. On the publication 
letter, General Pangalco wrote In 

the BlephtoTos Typos; "The Indomitabli 
w'hlclt grows from day to day. 

Irresistibly submerges tho country, 
constitutes an eloquent proof that the 
people finally have entered upon a path 
which will conduct them to safety and 

-establishment of domestic 
tranquillity. No force will succeed In 
damming this wave. The torrent will not 

carry away tho fragile obstacles 
which tlic camarilla of Cnc palace place 

Delaying Deposition of Dynasty. 
Meanwhile. Venixclos was receiving 

almost doily messages from Individuals 
and organisations asking him to return 
and take chargu of the situation on his 
own terms. One attractive bait was to 
have him notnlnated formally In every 
constituency throughout (he kingdom, 
so that as tho solo Deputy electe>l he 
would iilmacit become the National As¬ 
sembly and do as ho nleased. The 
scheme felt through, only to be followed 
by another. It was proposed that -the 
revolutionary Government should dis¬ 
solve Itself Into a regency, having asked 
the King to take a vocation 
and then govern until tho elections 

■Itled the matter. 

Kent until ratifleatlon of the re- 
1 form ot Government by the 

The resolution was takei 

Trrmrrwur 
Atlions. nt the Temple of Olymplon 

'U*. at which a resolution (vas adopted 
lanimously advocating the deposition 

of the dynasty and the exercise of sii- 
authority by the Revolutionary 

posal he made the /(allowing observation, 
which shows that, as far as the .seeming 
Inevitable Is concerned, he saw then * 

eye with Venixclos: 
‘1. too, am an old republican, but I 

sire the existence of Greece before eve 
thing in order that Ihc republic n 

Intdr. Therefore, I reject your 
proposal that my Government should 
as a regency, and even If 1 liad the 
presslon that the whole people desired 
the deposition of the dynasty. I should 
not overthrow It unless I had absolute 
authorisation of the people 
dear proof that the whole people desired 
a republic. After Ihe election* tho No¬ 
tional Assembly can seek the opinion of 
the Greek people. That la the right way. 
and our policy. It also suits the 
psychology of the Greek people, which 
resents the Imposition upon It of oven 
the beat principles. Take my advice, 
and do not esUbllah an ontl-popular 
public. Meanwhile carry on moral prop¬ 
aganda. and then tho country will have 

and cosily will face external dan¬ 
gers.” 

For Generol Gonatas. tW revolutlon- 
ry Premier, the problem seems to be a 

(lllcmina—either the maintenance of the 
King or a republic; the Greek people, 

feels sure, desire neither any relative 
Uio King nor a member of another 

dynasty as sovereign. As to the r 
of Vcnlxelos. or what that return 
mean, he has not uttered a word, 
feels sure Otat whatever form the 
ernment may take. If legally c* 
luted. It will win the Inunedlale rccog- 
idilon of foreign chancelleries. 
Country's Fnie in Assembly's Hands. 

If tho republicans can contain them¬ 
selves until the National Assembly shall 
have pronounced the fate of llie coun¬ 
try. shall have called a plcblscitum to 
decide, it Is evident that tho rovolution- 
ao- Govemnient will accept tho verdict 
of that body. A month ago republicans 
were placed under arrest and their Uero- 
onslrattons dispersed until the troop* 

I refused to act- Then the Government 
‘sBowST 

•Itli fire and sword. The torch was a 
common rctiiedy tor the men deviating 
from accvpled Interpretations of the 
Scrlpturus. In 1S.M the definition al¬ 
ready quoted of Pius IX., concerning tho 
Immaculate conception, became a cor- 
nvratonn of Catholic teachings. It may 
bo broadly staled that lho Church al- - 
(vays hos held tho moUicr of Christ 
sinless. But the doctrine os set -loan 
by Plus IX. Is said npt to have been 
promulgaliul In that form until the 
twelfth centuiy. 

The first five centuries of tho Chris¬ 
tian era yield such references to Mary 
OB a person "In every respect holy" or 
"in all things unstained." At other 
tlmxii aiiu la called -"supcr-lnnoccnt" 

'singularly holy." Or she Is "Ihn 
earth before It was accursed," St. A'l- 
gusUne said that "As regards the 
mother of God I will not allow any 
question whatever of sin." In this tn- 
stancu scholars have held that he was 
speaking of direct, personal aln, where- 

rcferences to ajxy sin by Mary 
usually are looked upon from tho view¬ 
point of racial or "original" sin. 

According to one explanation. St. 
Bernard was the first mao to raise the 
specific queatlon^(!f ^^cjmmacul^tp 

feast day tvos observed i» ( 
some Western churches to glorify the 

nceptlou of the Blesawl Virgin." 
canons of the Metropolitan Church 

Lyons were censured by the saint 
authorising a feast not ordered by 

War of the Schelurs. 
Another great medlev:,! Church schol¬ 

ar. St. Thomas Aquinas, declined to 
accept Ihe immaculate conception, hold¬ 
ing that Mary could not have been re¬ 
deemed by Christ unless she was one 

sinful. St. Benaventurs 
closely followed this view ond John 
Duns Scotus, a famous scholor, w-ho died 
early In the fourteenth confuo'. matn- 
lalncd that It (vas not derogatory to 
Christ that lie was born of Mary. 

So the discussion went on until l-ISS, 
when Pope Sixtus IV., w-ho hod ap¬ 
proved the Feast of the Conception, con¬ 
demned all who termed lho doctrine of 
tho Immaculate conception hi-rcllcal, 
and expressly forbade either school of 
cliurchmen to assert that their views 
had proved victorious. From that time 
until the decision ot Plus IX. the Church 
was sharply divided on the Nativity. To 
follow tho discussion through all Its 
windings would be to review tho whole 
theological turmoil of the centuries. No 
other question In church creed anApyqc- 
tlce ever stirred such long and sformy 
discussion- In 1651 Paul V. established 
severe penalties for those who should 
public/ assert that Mary was conceived 
in original sin. Later on. Gregory XV. 
extended that order to private discussion 
but expressly permitted the Dominicans 
to debate the matter among their own 
councils. 

With advancing years the theory of 
tho Immaculate concoptlon gained 
elrongtb and became a part of Catholic 
teachings In many countries. But thoro 
were variations In Ihe Interprolatlons. 
So Plus IX. undertook to sot the whole 

18M, Before a gnthor- 
ntil^ 

i least 1 outward paaslvUy 
whlle tho cries ot "ZIto Demokatla, kato 
Dasllcua!" ("Long live tho Ropublle. 
down with tho King!") Increased ond 
the words soon were flown from ban- 

PLOT THE 'PHONE CALL CURVE; 
BUSIEST HOUR OF DAY 9:30 A. M. 

The distribution of lolcphonc r.nlls 
throughout the day. rising and fall¬ 
ing from hour to hour, may be con¬ 

sidered tho pulse of the city's activities. 
irvc has been plotted to show tho 

fluctuations of this pulse with accuracy. 
It might bu supposed that the maxi¬ 

mum number of telephone calls would 
be reached at the beginning of the busi¬ 
ness day. about 0 In thu morning, and 
would remain much the same, with 
exception of the lunch hour, until closing 
time, urotind o o'clock. New Yorkers do 
not use the telephone on any such sched¬ 
ule. 

Until 5 In thu morning the number of 
calls Is negligible and may hu considered 
as xero. A slight Increase sets in a III- 
llo after 5. nnd by U o'clock tho curve 
begins to sweep upward. By S o'clock 
thv upward movement Is rapid, and 
thovvador Ihe curve continues to 
stenillly. Tho highest peak In tolvphoiio 
truffle Is rcacltvd at 0 ;:i0. Curlouriy. this 
high point Is maintained tor only a brief 
period, when the calls begin to fall off. 
The fluctuations throughout the day are 
on IV tower level, and the morning peak 
U never (gain reached. 

There follows a slow but steady 
lino In tho number of calls until II 
'hen tho curve suddenly takes a sharp 
ownward turn and fall* until 12:30, 
jwost level of the business day. ' 

number of calls at thl( hour Is only 
equsl to those at 8 o'clock In the morn¬ 
ing. when the business offices are com- 
parntivcly empty. 

A sharp upward trend Is now notice¬ 
able, which conllnur.s for Just one heitr. 
It has now rosched It highest point for 
the afternoon period, which It on r 
same level with Ute traffic at 8:30 
the morning- Tho calls now remalix 
most stollonur)' until i:30. It Is th« only 
period of the day when the demand 
telephone numbers show* little vftrlaclon 
tor aevoriil hours 

From this hour there Is a gradual dc- 
cll((c. It might bo expected that ll« 
closing hour.' of 3 or U o'clock would be 
Indlcidod hy some special movcmei 
the curve, but suvh a variation falls to 
(ipprar. The dcclino contlnUi:* until 
night. Tb" number of calls put through 

I al midnight I* rather more than 
[o'clock In tho mornlog, the dullest 
'of thu iwuniy-Xour. 

; of Bishfxpq. fram slLovse Jh« i 
et In St. Fciur's BasUlcfc he . j 

Bull Ineffabllis Dcus, cont^nlhg the 
definition quoted at the opuBing of this 
article. 

There Is a vast llleraluro on the Im¬ 
maculate conception and U ha* been the 
cause of much bloodshed. Coiigrega- 
Iona, provinces and churches have dl- 
IdiKl on it. .More than one man has 
len burned at lho slake in the conlro- 
ersy over thla prtnclple. It is curious 

that In Ihe twentieth century religious 
bodies onco nxore should be tom by a 
subject which caused so much concern 

long ago OS the twelfth period ot our 

AMERICA CAPTURES 
TOY BALLOON MARKET 

America apparently has captured 
the balloon market of the world. 

-Despite lively competition tlxe 
little aircraft made In America is finding 

r over tho foreign article. Tbo 
rlcan toy balloon Is proving Ihc 
) serviceable; It rises higher than 
other snd la considered more dur¬ 

able. So conspicuous has been Us suc- 
Ass thal thu American Consul* In fivo 
Iffert'nt cuunlrles rt-cently have made 
, lho subject of reports. 
Europo foniieriy depended for Its aup- 

iply of toy balloons en England and Ger¬ 
many. Today balloons arc exported 
from America In large quantlile* lo all 
part" of Europe, even to Germany. Thla 
export trade I* handicapped by tho dif¬ 
ference In uxchango. but the Anierlc-'ox 
balloon Is bought nnlwlthstandlng. In 
some casus a tariff Is being dlaousMd 
la order to prolecl the home Industrie!* 

s' 
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HEIRS WAR OVER THE GOULD MILLIONS P 
First of New York's Big 

Fortunes in Clutch of 
'Wide Litigation O' F All Hie U* New York fortunr 

Uittl of tbe Ooul.l family l» Oi 
firel to bo Involvi-a In cxtenelv 
lltl*»Uon. A menace ever prceer 
when varylna IntorcaU and pel 

■onatitle* aro brousnl Into clo»e touc. 
with larfo euni* of money- Swli for- 
lunc* A< the Aelora' and Iho Vander- 
JjIIU’ havp remained Intncl without the 
Inlerferenco of the court*, althouth the 
itory of one of the larseot eatatea In¬ 
clude* > cUlm and a coinpromlac. WHii 
tho Gould wealtn. however, there h«* 
been dlHenilon for years. crowInE and 
AOOuniuIotlnE. becomlnc more Involved, 
until at a recent boarln* In one of the 
major phnsea of the Intrlclate situation 

a fifty lawyors rote to portie- 
t clerk called (ho Ipale when _i 

GcorEO J. Gould, head of the family In 
the second feneration of Ita high posl- 
t'lon. Ii4» been dead but a few inor 
lilt poa^ng has. if anything, oniy 
Iitase^ >tin tCV''‘r~ 

t lli.k-d n a the ihiK P 
tonnllllet and the family wi 
conduct of the estate. .The predllcolion 
of tome uf the brolhcrt lor Europe led 
to dlffereneet and 'o chang-a In dlrtn- 
lion; the diallke of ether* fer the finan¬ 
cial ill«trJcl of UnnhattHh had It* ef¬ 
fect*: sllll greater wo* the cloth of 
t'-mperamenl* which ill time* *0111 off 
(park* tliat the whole United States 
could tee. SoineUme*. however, tho 
Gould* Cook their dlapute* In a laughing 

to the public'* notice In Mio *uit which 
led to hi* removal on Juno 39 
trustee and chief oxeculor of the e*tBtc 
of hi* father. Joy Gould, the elder. 

, This e*Ule I* lUll Uie centre of the dis¬ 
tension. others of the family having 
Charged Uiat George Gould’a handling 
of It caused an enormous loa*. 

Frank J. Gould and his slslor Anna 
ttho Duchess do Talleyrand)- ' 
minora when their father dled-slarted 
tho dispute by refusing to accept the 
estalo accounting of the elder children, 
Among whom George Gould was In com¬ 
mand- A court accounting was asked 
by thirty Individuals. Including mine 
descendants of Jay GouUI who hold bot 
French and English tides of nobility. 

Tho entire e.stnte of George Gould 
would not cover tho Amount which 
Claimed na due to Ihe estate of hls 
father from him or hla heirs 
the charges against him were first tnado 
the alleged los* laid to him was S20,- 
000,000; the sum at Issue ha* -grown 
Bteadlly larger and a few days ago was 
nientioDOd at four time* the original 
amount. That was at tho opening *es- 
elon. before Referee Edward W. Hatch. 
«f thn final proceeding* which, Involving 
a complete examination of the Jay Gould 
estate, aro expected to last two years, 
In the accounting hearing of the last 
half dexen years, tho prellmlnar>- work. 
4.2.VI pages of testimony have been wiu- 

Thla tight, like'others Involving Gould 
Dioney, la bound up with tho pcrsonnll- 
tiea of members of the family. "A 
family row," woa George Gould'a char¬ 
acterisation nr the contest when It first 
came up. and tho wonls called up 
figures of men and women who have 
doxxled tho American Imagination more 
than thosa of any other family of 
wealth. Men and women whose char¬ 
acteristic ho* been to have (heir way. 
DO matter what the others might say, 
a trait which even tlie foresight of Ihe 
fortune's founder failed to ijontrol 
*y..agh .la*—■nlt^ *»(-■ ■ ‘- 

Also bearing on (be Gould fortune 
_ave been suit* by outsiders aucli os 
that In which tbe slockholders of the 
Denver k Rio Grande Railroad declared 
George Gould and othera had caused a 
los* of ISW.OOD.OOa to the road through 
an alleged conspiracy: or tho suU. filed 
In 1810 arid tried In IP2: 
SIS.tOO.OOO was asked by the 

TsyiwBftl “ram- 
pany. holders of a property which was i 
tombstone to Georgu Gould's ambltloi 
to control a transcontinental rail systei: 
and so fulfill hla father's dream. 

suits touch only tho loose 
of ft tangled story which Includes the 
personal fortunes of George Gould and 
hls brothers and sisters, the conduct of 
thulr fother's estate under George 
Gould's direction, and. ns tho latest 
chapter, the estalo of George Gould 
aelf divided by hla wl 
families. 

I between hli t 

Jay Gould wo* a railway giant of Ihe 
older generation; he eonlroUcd 8,000 

of road when he died. George 
at his greatest had control of 

20.000 miles- But Jay Gould held hls 
ower to the end. 
B.ack of all the differences of later 

.tars Is the figure of OlJ Jay Could, n 
personality In a day of pcraonalllh’ji. He 

safeguard the unity of hla 
family: hls will established separate 

each of hls children, tho chil¬ 
dren themselves serving In groups os 

had. perhaps, some auch 
idea a* that of. tho Rolhechllds, a fam¬ 
ily close corporation governed by n defl- 

;p policy and a hard agreement—a plan 
followed by .'ome AmorltHin ramllUa. But 
Jay Gould's will did not achieve hi* aim. 

When he died In 11^2 he left an es- 
ile appraised ul JSO.OOO.OOU, beelilM con- 
•oI of corporation* with nearly <610,- 

UOO.OOO In capital and bond Issue*. At- 
conllng to some, tho carnlnga of tho 

have aggregated half a* much 
again a* Its original appraised value, 

hnvo shunk to less than 
thrvc-fourth* of what It was In 1882. 

-oad fortune. Jay Gould 
started with a short and decrepit line 

Troy and Rutland. 'Vt. Ho was 
91 years old and a partner In hls 

hardware store, in Delaware 
County. N. Y.. when ho got the rood 
at 10 cent* on the dollar In 1800. He 

studlod surveying and was a 
year* he solri'^ latT 

One of these provided that any of hi 
children before marrying must scour 
the consent of the majurily of the cx 
ccutors. This was not Invoked, howovei 
until ft month before George Gould' 
death. last year, when In an answer li 
the accounting proceedings ho ossortc 
Frank Gould should give up hls million* 
(or marrying without such consent 
the board. The claim waa not only 
lated In years—It related only to the 
last two of Frank Gould's thr-.-r 

Tho straago series of marriages 
Gould family Is Inextricably buund Up 
with the monoy fIghL Frank Gould w 
tho first to as.k the removal of George 
Gould, and the latter declared hls broth¬ 
er was moved by rsjicor because others 
of the family would not receive his sec¬ 
ond wife. This was Edith Kelly, the 
actress. Of late tho whole world has 
^ead of Frank Gould'a efforts to prevent 
her from using hls name on the stage 
In Franco. Hls first wife was numed 
Kelly, too—Helen Margaret Kelly. They 
were married In 1801, had two children, 
and were divorced In 1810. Soon after. 
In Scotland, he married Edith Kelly. He 
got a divorce in 1018, and she lost a suit 
Ul have it annulled. In 1023 he created 
•urprlse ohee more by marrying Plorenco 
Ixicoxe. ^ 

George Goufi made tho same charge of 
rancor agolnlt hls sister Anna os 
exalrut Frank Gould. She Joined the 
latter In hls action against the elder 
hrnlher. George Gould sold It was be¬ 
cause of family opposition to her second 
nurrlage, to tho Due de Talleyrand. 
Few International marriages have at¬ 
tracted aa much attention a* her first 
siiarriagc, to Count Bonl do Costellane. 
The Interest In her second marriage was 
less general among the publio but more 
Intense In the family. It George Gould'a 
disclosure can be toJicn at face value. 

George Gould himself contributed 

les .-vtweeo wealth nnd stage wore 
In 1864 when, with parental bless¬ 

ing. he married Edith Klngdon of Au¬ 
gustin Daly's company, it was a ro¬ 
mance that Impressed the Arnrrlcsn pub¬ 
lic. Six month* after her death. In 1991, 
he married Guinevere Sinclair (and 
Iheraby forfeited gS.OOO.iMK) under hls 
first wife’s will). In hls will he ac¬ 
knowledged the paternity of hls second 
wife’s three children. Their statu* 
promises also to be a factor In the final 
dJepoaol of the family fortune. 

Clash 0 
When George Gould said hls brother 

end slater fought him becausi- of oppo- 
•Itlon to their marriages liA knew tho 
force of such a motive. Determlne-l In 
hls own sffalrs, ho wo* no less so Iti 
those of hls own children. Klngdon 
Could eloped with Anminxlnla Uuccl. hls 
sister’s tutor, and three days lutrr 
George Jr. eloped with t-aura Cartee a 
Boston danoer. Son* and father were 
estranged fer a year. George Jr. and 
hU wife were dlvorce-l early In IPJ-I. 
AJiolhar runaway match In the third 
generatlen woa that of Edith Gould and 
Carroll Walnwrlght. It was less gener¬ 
ally romarked, however, than the mar- 
rlago of her sliler, Vivien, to Lord De- 
cles. Jay Gould 2d, youngest ton. also I Jsrk-of-ali tr-idua.' iio won 
made a match across iho water, bdl Job oonalste-i hetplng 

"In -f' 
It hi< had bought n( It). By 1800 he 
a big man In Wall Street; that was 
year he etlempted lo corner gold, 

Q Jim Fisk went to hla aid. Jay 

9 Fisk, hls Erie 
new him : hls of- 
0 George Gould, 

Gould was as affable 
associate. Everybody 
flee was a club. Not 
who In his 
in hls Lakewood country bouse and 
would not have been recognised even 
hod he gone Into the financial district, 

knm* Things Juy Goold Did. 

Jay Gould made hi* fanilly'a name 
ot only a power but a sort of symbol 
> the nation—a man who had conio tip 
'om nothing, but who could aetllo ru- 
lora about hla solvency by calling men 

of power Into hi* office nnd showing 
them securities for IA3.000,000, with half 

i more at hand If they wanted 
send for them. That was In 

1883. when ho had been In Woll Street 
fifteen years. 

There was plenty foi' talk about the 
things Jsiy Gould did, How he lent 
Cyrus Field 61.1100.000 wlUiout security 
and bought millions of hls holdings be- 

friendslilp. How he never 
broke hls word. How ho Jugglwl the 
Srle and. It was said, took the blame 
illenlly for Jobs that had really been 

engineered by Jim Fisk. How ho re- 
■prganlsad the Union Facl/lc. paying half 

bonded debt from hls own pocket, 
and consolidated the Weatem Union Into 
tho greatest telegraph system In the 
world. How he made Bos* Tweed an 

and how he gave owuy 
$185,000 a year In charity, making no 
fuss about It. In hla ora he was a ro¬ 
mantic figure, from hla early day* when 

formed little companies overnight 
braved panic years succesatully and 

wrote a history of Delowore County- 
rewrote It at lop spi-ed when the manu¬ 
script waa burned—which authorities on 
such work* still regard ns an iihle Job. 

was Joy Gould’s eldest so 
born In New York on Feb. d. ISM. At 
18 he refused further schooling and en¬ 
tered hls father's office. For twelve 
years George Gould wna hls father's 
right hand man, and that mode him the 
central flgiiri- In the litigation of later 
years. Jay Gould left him more tlikn 
any of the other children and put con¬ 
trol In hi* hands. The old man bid 
faith In hla eldest; In one suit the son 
Introduced this letter, written by Jiiy 
Gould shortly before hls deoth; "My 
dear son: Do not work hard. Taie 
Plenty of outdoor exorcise. I dare pot 
think what would happon if anythlhg 
went wrong with you. So. my dear bdy, 
for my sake comply with the forogolni-," 

Jay Gould's other children were EM- 
wln. Helen, Howard, Anna and Fraiik 
J. Gould. Helen Gould Is now Mrs. F^. 
luy J. Shepard. 

Others of yir children were truslej 
but lo understand tlie fight 
rnnnagement of the estate It Is necessi 
to glance at the career of George OouM. 
In hls later days bo told Intlmaiss 
he regretted he was not another 
dominant figure as hla father, the hatjd- 
driving man who built up the Ulssoi|irl 
Pacific from a few straggling 
Tills line was the backbone of the trail 
continental system which George Goilid 
nil but created. Eighteen months 
and It would have been a fact. A 
beginning ot these eighteen months 
the panic of 1807. 

s a power In For thlrtj'-flve year* h 
Wall Street. 

Georgs Jay Gould, sixth descendant o 
the Major Nathsn Gould who cam 
from England to Connecticut In IMl 

I Financial Giant 

When George Gould was firs 
charge of hls father’s detail wor 
went to see J- P. Morgan one 
about Ilia purchsie of the New 

fMtlwnhte’ A 
a Gould company. Some words anew r 
the young man; ho vowed he wuu 
never enter Morgan’s office sgaln. Th 
may have had something to do with ( 
outcome years later. He did see Joi 

D. Rockefeller, howevnr, nnd found him 
friendly then, and In time Andrew Car¬ 
negie continued lo foster tho ambitions 

a rood of which Gould got control, 
the Wabash. Carnegie stepped from 
power, however, about the time Gould 
lost needed him, 
Tho second bead of tho Gould railroad 

dynasty come up against Harrlmon. Ho 
L llarrlman In 1003 In ft fight over 
Colorado Fuel and Iron. Marrlman 

remembored, Then Hurrlman. control' 
ling the Central Faclflc-Southern Fa- 
elfio, saw Gould succeed at lost In get¬ 
ting a parallel line, the Western Pa¬ 
cific, through to the Pacific Coast, giv¬ 
ing outlet to Gould's Denver & Rio 

Before 1007 Gould had the Denver & 
Rio Grande, tho Western Pacific, th^ 
Missouri Pacific. Uie Wabash an^ 
Buiatler roods, north, south and east. He 
had put (he Wabash Into Iflttsburgb: 
when tho receivers of hls Wobash-Pltts- 
burgh Terminal Company sued hUh he 
U-sIlfled that It look him ten minutes to 
do It, but It was an expensive ten min¬ 
utes. Gould sold he rejected an offer 
from Morgan and tho Pennsylvania to 
keep out of the steel town. Balllntorc 
& Ohio and Pennsylvania Incorrsts 
fought him and the Western Union Tele¬ 
graph Company, then & Gould company, 
lost business when foiled poles along tho 
Pennsylvania, right ot way crippled Its 

rvlce. 
9 turning Tbe panic year. iBOi 

These things happened when Gould 
was spread thin. Kuhn, Loeb & Co., 
Harrlmon's bonkers; Harrlman himself. 
Morgan, oil—all closed In on him. It 
■Might have daunted old Jay Could him- 
oslf^ Gcorga.aauW -fvughb but—the 
sUii-a. fought against Him. The year 
after IliUT found Ihrve of hls roads ami 
rtvc Pittsburgh Terminal in rccoivcrs' 
hands, A trouly with Harrlman wsa 
rumored; In 1008 Kuhn, Loeb & Co. un¬ 

derwrote an Issue of bonds of the hlls- 
Paclflc, tho original Gould line. 

Later, when tho Poareon-Farquhursyn- 
dlcalo failed, Kuhn-Locb got big 
blocks of Missouri Pacific and Wabash 
socurillcs. Gy then Ooutd was out os 
Chairman of Uie Denver t Rio Grande. 
In 1811 be lost coDtrot of the Wabeah. 
In 1817 he was out as DIructor of the 
Western Pacific and as President of tho 
Texas k Pacific. In 1013 he made a 
lUxht gain In the Denver & Klo Grande 
and tho Rio Grande Southern, but it 

not much. Half a doxen clerks 
handled the work of hls office: In Jay 
Gould's day there were forty. 

minor engagements In New 
York, loo. Coorgo Gould refused to 
sign Uic dual subway contracts os 
largest stockholder of the Manhattan 
Elevated Railways Company. Rockefel¬ 
ler and Kubii-Locb wore on the other 
side. It was charged by Theodore I’. 
Shonts, and donlod. that Gould offered 

'ing (he Manhattan board if the In- 
lerboi ough would buy the Gould slock at 

;14 points above the market price. A1 
length, however, Gould made peace, 
taking a small sum for office expenses. 
Ill 1932 he retired aa a director of the 
.Mahliattan Railways Company; Finley J. 
Shepard succeeded him. 

Tlirough all of this growth and shrink¬ 
ing George Gould stood leas as an Indi¬ 
vidual (though ho had bis personal In¬ 
terests) than as head of the Gould es¬ 
tate. When the dlspuco o\cr Uie estate’s 
manageynent came finally to the courts 
others of tho family alleged that It was 
hla conduct which had depleted tbe fam¬ 
ily capital. When FYank Gould, 
hacked by hl^ sister Anno, said George 
Gould had caused the estate to lose 

■gaWIgio—that-waw-i»r )«i»-the-ucci 
brother admitted half the loss, but ex¬ 
plained It by saying 37 percent, of the 
estate was represented by Missouri Pa- 

especially on Mleaourl Pacific policy, 
and George Gould wus romoved aa ex- 

ciitor ot hls father'.* e*late. Hla In- 
emo from the estate was Impounded. 
Frank Gould not only said the estate 
ad lost heavily berause of Ills brother's 

mismanagement. but ehaigcd tliat 
Gcorgo Gould had destroyed personal 
records which were the key In the 
story. Many specific acts wcre'asKilled. 
Chief of these was the sale of Gould 
Western Union stock In 1808. a $18,0011.- 
000 transaction. The estate owned 
210,028 shares; small lot* wer-: hold by 
George, Edwin and Frank Gould, George 
Gould was ordered removed us executor 
when accused of not turning In t 
estate a proportionate share of a 
mission on this sale. It wa* charged 
that he held out a second coi 
and did not give It up till the 
found out eight years later. George 
Gould, however, fought hard again.- 
removal, denying any wrongdoing and 
attributing to personal animus such al¬ 
legations as that of Anna Gould’s 
torney that George Gould engineered 
short sale* so he could take any profit 
personally and let any loss fall to 

During the years of dispute two o 
brothers ceased to be Inistccs ot Jay 
Gould's estate. In 1822 Howard Gould 
resigned the same day hla sister Anna 
withdrew her demand that he quit, 
several trust companies were appointed 
to succeed him. He had lived In Europe 

acts and Helen Gould’s, os trustees, 
covering bis minority. From then till 

according to George Gould's irs- 
limony, hla brother acted os dc facto 
executor, but then their differences 

estrangement and Frank 
Gould withdrew; since 1818 be ho* lived 

Europe. A.-i recently as last March 
-ee of George Gould's chlldreo nvoved 
haw Frank Gould accept an amend- 
auswur on one point, enabling them, 

wo* said, to set up the claim that he 
s equally responsible with Edwin and 

Helen and George Gould for the present 
financial condition of tho Joy Gould es- 

They also accused him of loklag 
unfaJr advantage of bis position oa 
fiduciary lo engage In transacUen* 
slnmlUneously with the estate. 

fay-reaching was this split br- 
Ooorge and Frank Gould wa 

dleatod by the former’s testimony 
only once did he exercise the p 

him by hls father's wlU lo contn 
voting of slock owned by the est*^. 

cltle and Iron Mountain « 
MC| >i 

him abroad: this was d 
l» mllltatv against efficiency as i 

The break between Frank and Georgi 
Gould came :years curlier.^ In IWI 

9 divided,' Frank executeii 

HOW TO GET TO TOR—BY TWO WHO DID IT 
AQU QUESTION was pul a few days 

two buKlnes* men of New 
ork City who, alaitlng St (he 

X JLvery bottom of the ladder, huvo 
Just been chosen to head their 

respective romponlcs. The story behind 
their years of pregrers lo the i>eu,< had 
made it certajn that their answers would 
be of value. One of Iho nien. al the 
age of 17, had crossed the sea from 
Scotland to adventure hls fortune* In 
America, beginning here as an office 
boy. The other had como lo New York 
when liRrdly 21 to tackle the city "on 
hls own," equipped with stenographic 
pencil and notebook. Both of them had 
made liiclr way by their own effort* 
lo their present positions in (he com- 
ponies they Jolhvd decode.* ago. The 
iinnuuncemcnt of their appointments to 
ihi'lr presidencies hud been given out 
simultaneously. 

The ouesllon asked of them wo*, quite 
naturally; "To what Jo you attribute 
your rise from tho bottom of the laddef 
to the top?" The answer of both may 
bo summailxed In two terse words, 
"hnrd work." 

Tho men ore Robert E. M. Cowlo. 
newly elected President of tho American 
Railway Express Company, and I'Ycd- 
erlck P. Sniall. President of tho Aineri-' 
con Bxni'ca* Company. The story of 
each of (hem Is the story of the man 
who Btui'k to hla Job with hla company 
and moved steadily upwa:d—an old- 
fashioned story, perhaps, and one UiaP 

uUu llfM Oil' 
ehango and complex 

rhlftlng about of men. 
It W...1 forty year* ago. In IRt). Uial 

-Ml. fowls took the flr.it Job of bis ca- 
r-T In the Cleveland office of tho 
-tmericon Kxi'yr?» Company. Hr was 
bom In .tb-rdcin. Scotland, the son ot 
a clergyman, and received a common 
suhoal education. 

"Then Ihe wunderlu*! cam* lo me." he 
explained. "Thoy didn’t exactly look 
on u young man as capable of respoii- 
siblllty In Srotlsmt. In fact, you had 
to be gray-headid before they would re- 
I-ose any confidence In you. So I packed 
up and started du* w<Ht across the At- 
lanile Inward n newer oiunlry. not 
knowing ft »oul |n the United States, | 
wtis oniblilouB to get a start, thsfs 
oil.’ 

neguti n* Uflice Xley. 
Traveling- stenrage. Mr, Cowle arrived 

In Aiiieriss, and kept on wcatward. llo 
had no drflnlto objective point. The 
momentum of hls I'nlhuslKsm. as he ex¬ 
plains It, took him a* far os Clevelsml, 
wlior* h* dropped off the train and 
sought work. Ho found It a* an of- 
fh-i. boy with the exnross roiiipany al 
SJu H iii'mth—"and find yoorspif.” • 

■The offh 
• My 

Yrettward. Ho married Annie Douglas 
Qraham. daughter ot Princess Kalkllanl 
of Hawaii, 

Marriog* has not been the only un¬ 
usual element* In the affairs of the 
Oould fortune. 

No Other family has received gresisr 
DuhUc attention bsetuso of Us mtmbers’ 

around ihn offus. I.leklng tho flor 
of circular onveiope* was i>nn uf ii 
mtin dulls*. Thsre was more pnrim 
neney about tho office hoy* bark In (hr 
period. Th* ordinary offico boy of ir 
dav decfO’t slay very long—ho pinks ii 
a smatiarlng of huelnsB* knowledge an 
•tsrt* out lo capitalise IL" 

Through the stages of Junior clerk,' 
schlor i-lerk. chief clerk and assistant 
to tho heads of different departments, 
Mr. Cowio advanced until. In 1883, he 
moved to Chicago aa chief clerk to the 
general manager. There he became In 
turn osslaiant to the general manager 
and assistant general manager. In 1818 
he went back lo Cleveland a* manager 
of the company’s central territory. The 
next atop was (o (he position of msn- 
agor of Uie Pacific department, at Salt 
Lake City, Utali. Then came a move 
lo headquarters In Denver. 

In 1016 Mr. Cowle was brought to 
New York as Vice President and Gen¬ 
eral Manager. AVhen war broke out and 
the express companies of the country 
were merged Into one big concern under 
th* name of the American Railway Ex¬ 
press Company, Mr. Cowle became Vice 
President of the Enstern department*. 
It was from this position that he moved 
up to the presidency, succeeding the 
lute George C. Taylor. 

"1 merely progressed upward as oppor¬ 
tunity came." declared Mr. Cowle. "Any 

p going 

R. E. M. Cowie and P. P. Small, New 

Express Presidents, Say the 

Secret Is 
and take hold of Ills opportunities 
they arise. There wo* nothing at 
spectacular about my promotions. Thi 
came to me gradually, from the boltu n 

I had lo work for Uk 
I got t: 

Tired ilen of Little Us*- 
Mr. Cowle Is of q stocky build and 

suggests In appruranco the mat 
snt* Ills gout well In Advance am 
moke* hls way straight toward It wit) 
out regArd for obstaolus. Now nnd the 
he breaks Into short, swift flnehc* of dr' 
humor, using It to cmphoslte tho point 
ho desires to make. It Is cosy to bn- 
lleve that hi* recreation Is work, as hls 
hlinsoir acknowledge*. I 

"t'vc never gone In for athletics ot anl' 
kind." he declared. "I have been a 

Hard Work 
led to iiiy present position. Work haul, 
play a llille and sleep a good deal Is my 
suggestion lo tho young man starting 
cBJt In buslnoss. The man who arrives 
on Die Job lA the morning tired out Is 
of very much use cither to hls firm 

Tho American Railway Express Com- 
puny, whose operations ho now ditfct*. 
has a trunspoi-tatlon service over more 
chan 390.00U miles of raUroad and main¬ 
tains 28.580 offices. It doe* a busliie** 
of more than $300,080,000 a year, 
leaning toward any particular occupa¬ 
tion led Mr. Cowle to enter the offices 
of thii L-xpivss company, As he says, he 
wo* simply on the lookout for a Job. 
took whul he found and stayed with It. 

"Tiicrv lu no sueh thli^ as lurk In 
husInesB." ho assorted. "You hear a’ 
It a good dual, hut to my mind It doi 

Robert B. M. Cowle. Preaident of the American 
Railway Egprei* Company, 

FAoto Iflda H'orM. 

Frederick P. 5 mall, PreBident of the American 
Express Company. 

' fhoSk Sg Bdutnao, 

. Tho thing many people call tuck 
lerely opportunity. When It come* 

along, seise It. If you don't you have 
only yourself to blame. Opportunity In 
some degree or oUicr Is bound to como 
to evoiy mao. and it Is up to him to 
take advantage of It. 

"Be a specialist along a single line 
railier than a jack-of-all-trade* and 
master of none. Specialised knowledge 
of one thing Is ns vtluxbJe an asset os 
any man can have. The business man 
of today Is as much of a specialist In 
commercial pursuits as a doctor Is In 
medicine or surgery." 

Uo ft Spoeialltt. 
The specialty of Mr. Cowle. to which 

he turned hls* attention early In bis 
career, was the operating department of 
the uxpi-ess company—"the active, prac¬ 
tical end ot the express service," as he 
defines It. Tlio spociaoular and the 
romantic In buslnoss are not enliUed to 
a place, he believes, unless they pay. 

"Take, for example, the old Pony Ex¬ 
press,' 'he say.-. ‘-Thai was romantic, 
but It never paid Its way. Business, 
after all. Is the successful conducting 
of a commercial operation." 

According to Mr. Cowle, he began hla 
real education not In. school book ill 
Scotland, but after he had left school. 
"A. man's real education Isn’t gained In 
a elos.iroom." he said. "It is gained 
through experience, and that experience 
can be had only In the outside world, 
llirough contMt wllli men thetr a9>- 
t ir*. ^y cducallon Isn’t completed yet 
—It never will be. You can loam some¬ 
thing new every day ns long aa you live. 
Go nhoiit your work with your-eyes open 

your mind free of cobwobs so that 
Impressions will slick, ond you will find 

you nrc educating yourself seven 
days In Ihe week.'’ 

Mr. Cowle married nearly forty year* 
ago. With Mrs. Ooivlo and two grand¬ 
children ho lives at Pelham Heights. 
He has made a number of trips back to 
Scotinn-I, tho lost Just hofore tho war. 

"I like to go bqck there occasionally," 
he said, with ono of hls ftaslies of 
humor, "so ua to be able lo appreciate 
this counli'y better." 

"Got a Job. Stayed With It." 
Frederick P. Small, the now President 

of the American Express Company, 
had passed examinations to enter col¬ 
lege when ho decided upon business In- 
stead. Born In AuguiU, Maine, forty- 
nine years age, he studied at the pub¬ 
lic schools and high sohools and was 
ready for Bowdoln. The change In hi* 
plBn» found him gradualod from a Bos¬ 
ton shorthand tehoni In 1882. 

”1 did not enter buslnoss Instantly, 
liowevi'i," declared Mr. .‘tmall. "During 
the s'sslmis nf the Maine Legislature' 
In 1883 and IBM 1 served as offlolKl 
"tendferapher for the House of Repre- 

nlnllvrs 
.icliool at Cornell for a term 

and Ih-'ii took a year at a business col¬ 
lege In I’oughkcopalo. • 

"Tronsperiatlen had always had It* 
lnlcr«it for me, and my first business 
step was a connection with tho Mor¬ 
el,snt*’ r*spa(eh Company In New 
IJngland. After Isos than a year with 

be- I 
■ In- 1 

iW ► 

and that one occasion ' 
thought Frank hod unJusUy aoxsAed 
Edwin In a dlsput* over St. Lo^ls- . 
Soulhirestcrn stock. 

M forays the figure of 
len Gould comes out vividly but oQcr. 

rs iVban the estate decided t* 
Missouri Pacific (ilocb betau.-- 

road wa* Uiisatcned with a ceciavc I 
ship. Helen Gou'd refused her G I 

ot been Inforrr I 
.- - .. friend. Mrs. 
Sagt'so'sHe.^loo. '«aTd 

That • 

them I moved on lo New York. 
Just an ordinary young fellow w 
tu Ihe city and got a Job and stayed 
with It.’ 

When the American Railway Express 
Comi<Bny was formed, the American L 
press Company gave up Its functions 
a domestic transportation concern, Mr. 
Sinnll pointed out, and since 1018 has 
been a separate service company tor 
Americans traveling In Europe and 
other foreign lands. Travel Kckvls. 
tours, letters of credit, tourialsj checks, 
irall handling for cllcols—these arc 
some of It* main activities. Its office* 
onu representatives dot the globe. 

Both Mr. Small and Mr. Cowle are 
agreed on the Importance of a man’s 
.-(ticking at ono Job. "There I* always 
(I cbance for a promising young man 
to flit from position to position nnd from 
coir.i'viny to eompany," says Mr. Small. 
"Rut tbe odds are that about the time 
ho gets along In mludio life he will find 
that he Isn’t arriving anywhere." 

Mr. Kmall's-Ideas. 
Joining tho Amcrtcon Express Com¬ 

pany In 1S9<]. Mr, Small ws* advanced 
to the position of osahlvr of Uie East¬ 
ern financial departmont tho following 
year, then to chief dork in 1002 and lo 

' assistant manager In 3803. Next he 
woB lino auditor and Ip 1012 he entered 
the office of tho President os second 
ooslitant to the First Vice Prcsl.h 

I'rrsent Slalus ol (he LlUxatloo. 
The gist of ll»* present situation I* 

this: It Is claimed Ceorso Could ,mlr- 
inanagud Jay Gould's estate, and iixsll- 
lutlon U asked. If tbe plaintiffs ^In. 
the resiltuilon could wipe out Ge»rg* 
Gould’s own estate. The Utter wobW- 
llmaU-d at 430.000.000 when he died Vun 
the RKIera. Stay 10 last- HI* will wU* 
drawn -May 27. 1022, a month before Uls 
second marriage. Hi* first wife •ft* 
Edith Klngdon: by her he had seven 
children: Klngdon. Jay, George Jr.Ji 
Marjorie (Mrs. Anthony J. Oreiel). Vlv-\ 
len iLidy Dodes). Edith (Mrs. Wain-\ 
wrlghti and Gloria. The three children i 
of Ilia second wife, who was Guinevere 
dlr.clalr. aie George. Jane and Culoe- 

10 i-irsr vice i-rcanicin. 
irahe ,Ju^uJj)lrlmlnK^nr.a»U»Mn[k Couldojart-^ 
ec^ary In 1915 ho was Ri'’'Joflld estate enrae t. -a JuilcbJ 

l>rauioti‘d lo assistant 
and Secretary ot tho company. A First 
Vice Presidency anon fullow-.-d. fr-.-m 
which post he was elected President af¬ 
ter the death of Mr. Taylor, who was 
ulso hend of Iho American Express 
Company. 

For years the American Express Com¬ 
pany held the Qovummeni contract for 
tho exchange of foreign money at Ellis 
Island, tho entrance gate for foreign 
population, This contract wns obtained 
for tho firm by Hr. Small. Among 
oOicr developments attributed to him I* 
Ihe posted-on Waybill label for rail ship¬ 
ments. which lie put In practice while 
lino auditor. It has proved of tremen¬ 
dous value os ft lime and inuncy saver. 

"I have seen the Amsrlcsn Expreu 
Company'B sert-lce busliiots grow freni 
its Infancy to a point when It covers 
Uie world." said Mr. Small. "I remei^i- 
ber the lime when It 
rcgulnr drafts. It I* pracltcolly the only 
Amoriean service ooropsny of Its kind, 
and my Intention I* lo inahe It even 
greater. Two year* ago I made a trip 
around tho world, looking In at our va¬ 
rious branches and e*tnlill»hlng new of- 
flee* In Calcutls. Bombay. Athens. 
China and other points where Uioie was 
no ropresi-ntatlon for traveling Amorl- 

Tho American Expresa Company’s or- 
r.anlsallon abroad, Mr. Small points out, 
Is far larger than In this onuntry. Be¬ 
tween 20.000 and JO.OOO l»tlera to be 
forwarded lo patrons are often received 
In a elngls mall at (he Paris offlea 

Mr. Small lives In Ridgefield, N. J. 
At 21, when staiilnc hi* butlneos career 
In New York, he married, He hss a 
son and a dmighler. 

George Gould'a will, through sueh pro- 
Isloiis 0* trust funds, divided hls own 
oulth Into ten almost equal portions 
>r the children by both wives, but gtivo 
IB children of the second wife no share 
r hls lotcreat In Jay Gould’a estate. 
Altliough from the first It was denial 

that any contest of George Gould’# will 
was likely, this estate ho* already 
produced more varied court action than 
did Joy Oouhrs. A few week* ago Mrs. 
Guinevere Gould sued, asking the Com¬ 
mercial Trust Company of New Jersey 
to pay her the Interest on bonds tram- 
feri-ed lo her by her husband shortly 
before hls death. Klngdon Gould, os 
executor of hla father’s will, hod In- 
atriieied the company to hold up the In- 
f-rrsL Klngdon Gculd being no ex¬ 
ecutor has also raised the question of 
where ho would stand If the will were 
coniesled by the children of the flrst 
mnrrtsg*. of whom he Is one. Aa ex¬ 
ecutor hls duty la to see that the will 1* 
curried out; therefore If hi* brother# and 
sisters took action, he would have to op- 
l>os* (hem.In hls official capacity. 

Another step directed toward prevent¬ 
ing the children of Ihs aecond wUo from 

Issue la.-l week. Three of the children 
of the fir.it marriage who asked for pay- 
mont to them of their shares of ihnr 
grandfaOicr's fortune were granted 
t5«2.K71 each by the Supreme Court. 
Justice Davis In hi* decision Included In 
hls estbnai* of the amount that should 
bo paid the claims of the three dilldrrn 
by th* aecond ivtic that they should 
share In tlie sixth Interest In the Jay 
Gould osiato left to their father for life 
and then go to hi* Issue, but did not de¬ 
cide that they arc entitled to shore In 
tho estate. He Included them In bis cal¬ 
culation In order that no greaUr sum 
mivy he oolleelcd by the petitioner# now 
than may bo found later to be due tbvm. 

Of lesser ilgiiineaoee wa* aa onion 
by which GeoT|e Gould’a cxseuloro wrre 
ordered to give Marjorie Drrxol bond* 
which reprcaaoU-d the proceeds of a sale 
of a house her father had presented to 
h-r. Of greoter significance, apparent¬ 
ly, wa.1 the suit filed late In November 
bj' Mr#. Edith Walnwrlght for the re- 
movnl ot her brother. Klngdon. os ei- 
re-utor. She alleged that he withheld 
fits,000 from the estate. George Could, 
arcording to the complaint, made a 
■tummy (rtft to Klnplon Gould of Nortli 
Farollna property, going .Uirough th# 
formality so that the property could na 
sold without getting the signature of Ui* 
first Mr*. George Gould. Klngdon 
Qoulil. hls sister allegod. claimed Ihi 
propr-rty on hi* father’* death a* a gen¬ 
uine Gift. 

The filing of IhMe charges m-oused 
new speculiilen a* to a will oenlesL • 
Klngdon Gould'* position a* exaeutor 
being recalled and the peasiblllty that 
he might net wish offlclslly to stand 
against hi* brothers and alsters. 
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The World of To-day 

THE PASTORAL LETTER OF THE EPISCOPAL BISHOPS 

Last Sunday the Episcopal churches in this country were 
ordered to read from their pulpits a Pastoral Letter which 
the House of Bishops of their Church drew up at Dallas, 
Texas, November 14th and 15th. The letter had much df 
wisdom and real religion in it But in it the Bishops under¬ 
took to answer the challenges which have been made them of 
late to assert their own faith in the Virgin Birth. Perhaps 

the theological atmosphere of Texas had something to do 
with their theological intransigence. At any rate, in the 
course of the Pastoral Letter the Bishops wrote; 

It is irreconcilable with the vows voluntarily made at 
ordination for a minister of this Church to deny, or to 
suggest doubts as to, the facts and truths declared in the 
Apostles’ Creed. 

To deny, or to treat as immaterial, belief in the creeds 
in which at every regular service of the Church both 
minister and congregation profess to believe is to trifle 
with words and cannot but expose us to the suspicion and 
danger of dishonesty and unreality. ... To explain 
away the statement, "Conceived by the Holy Ghost and 
born of the Virgin Mary,” as‘if it referred to a birth in 
the ordinary way, of two human parents, under, perhaps, 
exceptionally holy conditions, is plainly an abuse of lan¬ 
guage. An ordinary birth could not have been so de¬ 
scribed. nor can the words of the Creed fairly be so un¬ 
derstood. 

Objections to the doctrine of the Virgin Birth or the 
bodily resurrection of our Lord Jesus Christ are not 
only contrary to the Christian tradition, but have been 
abundantly answered by the best scholarship of the day. 

It is not the fact of the Virgin Birth that makes us 
believe in our Lord as God; but our belief in Him as God 
makes reasonable and natural our acceptance of the fact 
of the Virgin Birth as declared in the Scriptures and as 
confessed in the Creed from the earliest times. 

The Creed witnesses to the deliberate and determined 
purpose of the Church not to explain but to proclaim the 
fact that the Jesus of history is none other than God 
and Saviour, on whom, and on faith in whom,' depends 
the whole world’s hope of redemption and salvation. 

So far from imposing fetters on our thought, the 
Creeds, with their simple statement of great truths and 
facts without elaborate philosophical disquisition, give 
us a point of departure for free thought and speculation 
on the meaning and consequences of the facts revealed 
by God. The truth is never a barrier to thought. In; 
belief, as in life, it is the truth that makes us free. 

William Lawrence, the Episcopal Bishop of •Massachir- 
setts, was conspicuously absent from the meeting. One has 
only to read Bishop Lawrence’s own words to perceive that 
he could have not agreed with any such insistence on the 
doctrine of the Virgin Birth in its baldest and most ma¬ 
terial form. Like the Presbyterian General Assembly in its 
doctrinal action last May, the Protestant Episcopal Bishops 
transcended their authority in trying to interpret any doc- 
rine of the Church. The only source of doctrinal statement 



in the American Episcopal Church is the General Conven¬ 

tion with the bishops, the clergy and the laity agreeing. In 

New York, Dr. Leighton Parks laid aside his ordinary 

church vestments when he preached his sermon last Sunday 

and donned the robes of a doctor of theology in order to em- 

phasi2e the fact that he spoke to his people as such. With 

tremendous vigor he assailed the unlawful action of the 

Bishops in attempting to interpret doctrine for the Church 

and challenged Bishop Manning to bring him to trial. The 

rectors of other New York churches spoke not dissimilarly. 

Probably in scores of Episcopal churches throughout the 

country men asserted the liberty of their church. Every 

Christian rriinister and every Christian layman has an in¬ 

alienable right to the liberty wherewith Christ has made us 

free. 

THE PKOMISS OF A NEW HERESY TRIAL 

The action of the Episcopal Bishops at Dallas certainly 

was provoked partly by statements of Dr. Percy Stickney 

Grant, Bishop Brown, whose extreme position many Epis¬ 

copalians and others try to discount by saying that he is of 

unsound mind—a fact by no means determined—and by 

those of more obscure men. One of these more obscure men, 

Rev. Lee W. Heaton, rector of Trinity Episcopal Church, 

Fort Worth, Texas, in a sermon last Palm Sunday, said: 

Consecrated Christian men differ much in their inter¬ 
pretation of the ancient creed, and each succeeding gen¬ 
eration must reinterpret for itself “the faith, once for 
all delivered to the saints.” For instance, there are those 
who cling with unquestioning minds to the doctrine of 
the Virgin Birth as a statement of physical fact, while 
others have been moved to analyze it and have discovered 
new spiritual truths that transcend what the form of 
words thus so imperfectly express. There are those 
among us who believe that Jesus was in all things and in 
every way both God and man; the incarnation of God 
and the son of Joseph. This is my own opinion, and 
there is room in the Church for those who must recon¬ 
cile theology with religion. 

Bishop Moore, of Dallas, took note of the statement and 

now proposes to try Mr. Heaton for heresy. Probably the 

Bishop’s decision was partly due to the presence in Fort 

Worth of that mighty Fundamentalist, J. Frank Norris. 

Mr. Norris is pastor of an immense Baptist church there. 

Strangely enough, he has been able to “put the screws” on 

other communions. It will be remembered that it was due 

to his attack on Professor Rice that the Southern Methodist 

University allowed the latter to leave its faculy. The Epis¬ 

copalians are a comparatively weak church in Texas. It 

would seem that they also are more or less afraid of his in¬ 

fluence. Why the Episcopal Church should take an obscure 

man for so important a test case is perhaps not difficult to 

see. Bishop Lawrence of Massachusetts, the venerable and 

eminent Dr. Leighton Parks of the great St. Bartholomew’s 

Church in New York, Percy Stickney Grant and other men 

of eminence in the Episcopal Church hold the same views 

as does Mr. Heaton. If the Bishops are spoiling for a heresy 

trial, why do they not, in the language of the streets, “take 

somebody their own size?” Are they afraid? Fortunatelv, 

the Modern Churchmen’s Union, with a membership of five 

hundred Protestant Episcopal clergymen, has come to the 

defense of Mr. Heaton and will see to it that his trial is n'“ 

put across in a corner. The modern scholarship of th-* 

whole Episcopal Church is prepared to support him. 

THE PRESENT INTENSE INTEREST IN RELIGIOUS DISCUSSION 

This manifestation in the Episcopal Church is only a paral¬ 

lel to what has been going on in the Baotist and Presbyterian 

churches. The Baptist Fundamentalists, led by the Baptist 

Bible Union of North America in union with the Baptist 

Fundamentalist League of Greater New York and Vicinity, 

have undertaken a campaign to get the Baptist Conventions 

to adopt a confession of fr.,th. The Bible Union describes 

the confession as a revision of the Neu Hampshire Confe.>- 

sion, which they attempted to foist on the Northern Con¬ 

vention at its Indianapolis meeting a year and a half ago. 

It is more objectionable than the New Hampshire confes¬ 

sion., It specifically declares that the Church does not be¬ 

lieve that creation was by evolution, but that the Lord made 

each species “bearing seed after his kind.” (Just how the 

Fundamentalists explain the fact that if one plants, for in¬ 

stance, the seed of a Baldwin apple or of a Burbank potato 

he may get some very wild and poor product, we do not 

know.) The Baptist Bible Union declares that it will con¬ 

tinue to urge the adoption of this creed until it is successful, 

that it is entering upon a campaign that may take years, but 

that it will persist until it succeeds. Among the Presby¬ 

terians the most conservative are beginning to hold meetings 

to discuss the situation. The whole controversy is helping 

to educate people in regard to the real thinking of the lead¬ 

ers of the Church. Nearly half of the first page and nearly 

all of. the second page of the greatest American newspaper, 

“The New York Times,” on Monday, December 17, was 

filled with matters concerning religion. That is proof of the 

interest in religion which has been stirred up by the present 

open discussion. The whole situation, we ‘believe, will de¬ 

velop most helpfully. 

THE DB LA HUERTA REBELLION 

Since Mexico drove out Porfirio Diaz in 1911, she has had 

seven presider^ts and almost as many revolutions. The pres¬ 

ent president, Alvaro Obregon, took office in 1920 after a 

successful revolution against General Carranza. His term 

comes to an end in 1925. He had picked for his successor 

Plutarco Calles, his Minister of War. Three weeks ago 

Adolfo de la Huerta, until recently Obregon’s Minister of 

Finance, with General Guadalupe Sanchez, started a revolt 

at Vera Cruz, the chief port'of Mexico. The revolutionists 

in two weeks gained support in seventeen of the twenty-eight 

states of the republic. The federal district of Mexico and 

some of the greatest states are still loyal to the Obregon 

government. Obregon has really accomplished a good deal 

in keeping some sort of order in Mexico. He had brought 

about an agreement between his country and the United 

States, was straightening out the troublesome oil situation, 

and was making foreigners feel that it was safe to invest 

money in Mexico, De la Huerta brings a typical catalog of 

charges against his former chief; that he has corrupted depu¬ 

ties and senators with promises and gifts, surrounded him¬ 

self with political mercenaries, nullified the action of the Su¬ 

preme Court of the nation, sought to control the election ma¬ 

chinery, armed political agitators and, to quote his manifesto, 

“has not failed to establish the most transcendental and dis¬ 

turbing immoralities, which are being committed from the 

pinnacle of power.” De la Huerta promises to abolish the 

death penalty, tfi guarantee life, liberty and property to all 

natives and all foreigners, to make everything right between 



XONERATED. 

ip/lut 'Pofeloti^Society 
Charge* of Dr. Str«on. 

The American Baptist Forngn Mission 
Society made public yesterday the find¬ 
ings of a special committee appointed to 
Investigate chargee that there were mU- 
sionaries In the foreign field supported 
by that board who were not orthodox. 
This charge was made by the Rev. Dr. 
John Roach Straton and the Bs^tist 
Fundamentalists League of New York 
and Vicinity, of which he is President 
The report exonerates the missionaries. 

The committee consisted of Henry 
Bond. Chairman; William T. Sheppard, 
the Rev. Carter Holm Jones, the Rev. 
Frederick B. Taylor end the Rev. M. J. 
Twomey, with whom was associated the 
Rev. Joshua Gravett as Vice President' 
of the society. 

The board reported "tliat after a 
painstaking search by the committee and 
a careful reading of all relevant ma¬ 
terial before the board. It was the unani¬ 
mous decision of the special committee 
and of the board thdt the correspon¬ 
dence, when read iif its context and with 
a knowledge of the attendant circum¬ 
stances, does not justify such attacks 
upon our missionaries and secretaries. 
It Is true that in the letters of a few 
mlsslonaric.s are phrases and sentences 
that the board feels might be misunder¬ 
stood, but nothing has been disclosed 
that cannot, we believe, be met In corre¬ 
spondence and counsel.” 
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The Federal Council and the Churches 

NO ONE could have followed the meetings of the Execu¬ 

tive Committee of the Federal Council of Churches of 

Christ, held in Columbus, December 12, 13 and 14, 

without being impressed with two facts, namely, that it has 

the confidence of the churches which it serves to a greater 

degree than ever, and that its work has reached that point 

where it is truly representative of American Protestantism. 

As to the first point, it was significant that a question 

which has sometimes obtruded itself at previous gatherings, 

■namely as to how far the Council was really representative 

of the churches, never was raised. It is at last taken for 

granted that while the Council has no desire to say that 

when it speaks on any subject it speaks authoritatively for 

all American Protestantism, yet in every instance at Colum- 

Tdus it was very evident that all the delegates present believed 

it was really voicing the feeling of American Protestantism, 

if not of American Christianity. This feeling was so strong 

that no delegate present insisted that any pronouncements be 

sent to his communion for ratification before he could pledge 

"his communion to it. The most radical and far-reaching 

pronouncement of all, that relating to Christianizing our 

international relationships, was a significant instance. It is 

really an encyclical on international good-will addressed to 

the Christian people of America. It takes a very advanced 

stand on war, armament, the World Court, and America’s 

associating herself in some way with the family of nations. 

Not only was there no objecting voice from the floor of this 

meeting, but there was a very general feeling that the pro¬ 

nouncement really represented the convictions of all com¬ 

munions belonging to the Council. 

We believe that practically all the communions represented 

in the Council feel at last that they have in it a common 

voice, an organ through which Protestants can speak as one 

great, united body, and that the time has come to openly and 

frankly recognize this and use it more and more as the 

mouthpiece of the churches. That this feeling has been 

greatly intensified during the last few years was distinctly 

evidenced in the unique session at Columbus, where the rep¬ 

resentatives of the various communions were given opportu¬ 

nity openly to criticize the Council or make suggestions as 

to any change that might be desired. Tiiere was no criti¬ 

cism except from one or two men, who criticized not for 

what it was doing, but because it did not make even greater 

claims to be the mouthpiece of the churches; assume more 

authority in leadership, not less; and begin now to press to¬ 

ward organic union as well as Christian unity in service. 

This is more than the Council desires to claim or do. As 

President Speer insisted, it wishes to be the servant of the 

churches, not their master. Yet the whole tone of the utter¬ 

ances at this particular meeting revealed the distinct feeling 

that at last the communions had an organ through which 

they could unitedly speak, and that that united voice carried 

greater weight than the voice of any single communion 

speaking to the world. 

Here Is the place to say, and say rather emphatically, that 

this is the greatest asset Protestantism has gained in its his¬ 

tory in our country, and that that communion which refuses 

to participate in it is not only curtailing the power of any 

united service or message to the world, but is also greatly 

limiting its own opportunity to make itself felt in the great 

emprises of the Kingdom. How much more meaning, on the 

one hand, the message on international good-will and sym¬ 

pathy would have had to the people of America, Europe and 

Asia if the three great Protestant communions not in the 

Council had shared in it, and how little weight, on the other 

hand, any message from any one of these three acting alone 

can have. They are virtually shutting themeslves off from 

the universal influence they might have, while at the same 

time limiting the influence of the united efforts of the other 

communions. 

It is time that these two or three communions not directly 

associated with the Council began to consider this matter 

very seriously. Their absence from the Council comes not 

primarily from distrust of the Federal Council itself, but 

from distrust of their brother communions. This is not only 

a serious thing: it is an unchristian thing. Furthermore, 

there is no ground for it. There is not the slightest basis in 

the world for believing that the communions in the Federal 

Council are any less evangelical, any less faithful to the one 

Lord, any less devoted to great fundamental truth of the 

Gospels, than those which remain without. We are some¬ 

times moved to think that this distrust of one denomination 

by another is not because of fear of unfaithfulness to the 

Gospel, but because other communions do not emphasize 

some one particularistic feature of the common faith the sus¬ 

pecting communion holds. It is time all this distrust of one 

communion by another passed away, ^^'e say again, it is un¬ 

christian, and morally it is unlawful. No denomination has 
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a right to distrust another which in its creeds and confes¬ 

sions professes its allegiance to Christ and the Gospel. Dr. 

Speer never said a truer word tlian when in his great ad¬ 

dress he said that there could never be any hope of a great, 

united Protestant movement or success so long as the de¬ 

nominations could not learn to trust one another. In all 

kindliness we call upon those two or three great communions 

still outside the Council to indulge in a season of strict self- 

examination. and to ask themselves, do they want forever to 

cripple the great united Protestant influence that has been 

created and to limit their own influence in every direction by 

remaining outside the great federation of Protestantism? 

Are they willing to stand before the world forever as dis¬ 

trustful of the vast majority of their faithful, evangelic, 

Christian brethren ? Drop your un-Christian attitude and 

your provincialism and join the mighty army of the Lord, 

thereby strengthening it greatly, and thereby increasing your 

own powers a hundred-fold. F. L. 

The Fundamentalist Controversy 

[Editorial Correspondence] 

IXASilUCH as many of our readers do not see the great 

metropolitan dailies, where the Fundamentalist contro¬ 

versy is being reported in full in these days, it seemed 

wise to make a fairly comprehensive survey of the progress 

of the controversy during the last three or four weeks. It 

has suddenly assumed a really dramatic significance. One 

of the leading New York dailies devoted practically the whole 

front page to it last week. The whole controversy is so mo¬ 

mentous and so indicative of a real interest in Christian doc¬ 

trine that all our readers will be glad if we devote consider¬ 

able space to a review of recent actions. 

First of all, let us go back a little and trace some of the 

events leading up to the present controversy. In the first 

place, we should be careful in our definitions. There are 

many conservatives who are not Fundamentalists. Professor 

William K. Wood, of Dartmouth College, defines a “Funda¬ 

mentalist” as a “helUgercnt conservative,”'an3” possibly no 

de?mition could be more fitting. A belligerent is one who be¬ 

lieves in fighting, and that is the spirit and method which 

characterizes what is knowm as the “Fundamentalist” move¬ 

ment. As the "Presbyterian Advance” has remarked in a 

recent editorial, "The organization is not merely one of per- 

^ns who hold conservative views: it is one of persons who 

propose that every other Christian must adopt their views.” 

Professor Wood tells us that the movement grew out of a 

“prophetic conference held in 1918.” “The group of men 

there assembled issued a call for a World Conference on 

Christian Fundamentals, which was held the next year.” 

Their endeavor was to enroll as many members as possible; 

to send out teams of speakers all over the country, and to 

capture as far as possible all the missionary and educational 

machinery of the churches. These intentions have been 

pretty thoroughly carried out and at the recent week-long 

campaign of the Fundamentalists, carried on in Dr. John 

Roach Straton’s church. New York City, practically all of 

the speakers attacked the secretaries of the missionary boards 

as being the instruments of the Modernists, and demanded 

their removal. Also, attempts have been made to reject the 

International Sunday School Lessons and prepare lessons 

which set forth the views of the Fundamentalists. So one 

is not a “Fundamentalist” necessarily because he is conser¬ 

vative, but as the term has come to be technically used, the 

Fundamentalist is a "fighting conservative"—one who is 

out on a crusade to compel all members of his denomination 

to hold his particular point of view. 

This particular point of view has been summed up by Mr. 

Rollin Lynd Hart in an article in the "New York Times” of 

December i6th. It is the result of conference with many 

representatives of the snovement and is perhaps as fair a 

summary as could be made: 

1. Belief in a miraculously inspired Bible, absolutely 
without error and authoritative throughout. 

2. Belief in a miraculously inspired \''irgin Birth of 
Jesus of Nazareth. 

3. Belief in a substiutionary atonement. 
4. Belief in the bodily resurrection of Jesus. 
5. Belief in His second coming.* Many Fundamental¬ 

ists explicitly declare their belief in "the literal, visible, 
bodily, imminent return of Jesus Christ to this earth as 
King.” The majority believe that His second coming, 
though sure to occur, will be long delayed. 

For some time the so-called “Modernists" in the Church' 

paid little attention to the movement. Some dramatic inci¬ 

dents happened, such as attempts to pass legislation in some 

States forbidding the teaching of the doctrine of evolution 

in the schools and colleges. Mr. Bryan, meantime, was giv¬ 

ing his famous lectures on the Bible and on Evolution, both 

of which took the strictest fundamentalist point of view. 

Mr. Bryan afterwards published a book, “In His Image,” in 

which these lectures were included, but after a while some 

of the Liberal leaders in the Church awakened to the fact 

that a tremendously aggressive campaign was being con¬ 

ducted by the Fundamentalists and examined more closely 

into their literature and activities. It was found that jast 

sums of mon^ were being furnished for the flooding of the 

country witlT^FundamentaUst literature. One of the first to 

break out into protest, not against the Fundamentalists ex¬ 

pressing their points of view, but against their saying that 

no one could be a Christian or be a member of a 

particular denomination who did not hold their point of 

view was Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick, who came out in the 

pulpit of the First PresbyteriarTt^Furch, New York, with a 

tremendous protest against this sort of proceeding. 

The sermon, which attracted wide attention, dealt largely 

with the question of the Virgin Birth. It did not deny the 

Virgin Birth, but it did insist that the divinity of Christ and 

the Incarnation did not necessarily rest upon the physcal 

fact of the Virgin Birth, and that one might be an evangeli¬ 

cal Christian if he was not sure of the particular manner in 

which Christ was born. At the same time others, becoming 

alarmed at the aggressiveness of the Fundamentalist move¬ 

ment, began to take exceptions to its literature and methods 

and its policy of excluding all from the fold rvho did not in¬ 

terpret the Bible and doctrines as did the Fundamentalists. 

President W. H. P. Faunce spoke out in a pamphlet which 

attracted much attention. Other leaders in the Presbyterian 

and Baptist churches also began to insist on the liberty of 

thought inside the denomination to which they belonged. It 

was then that the controversy began to assume large propor¬ 

tions and to be carried into the official councils of the- 

churches. The Philadelphia Presbytery, under the leader¬ 

ship of Rev. Clarence E. Macartney, approached various 
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presbyteries in the country looking toward the disciplining 

of the New York Presbytery for allowing Dr. Fosdick to 

preach such doctrines in a Presbyterian church. It finally 

came before the Assembly and ended with the New York 

Presbytery being asked to look into the matter, which it is 

now doing, but the debate upon the floor of the Assembly, 

led by such men as Mr. Bryan on the Fundamentalist side 

and such men as Dr. Alexander and Dr. Merrill on the Lib¬ 

eral side, showed how wide the chasm was and how bitter 

the feeling was on the part of the Fundamentalists. It was 

expected that the controversy would break out at the next 

convention of the Baptist Church at Atlantic City last spring, 

but the dramatic incident of Dr. Straton’s rising in the pub¬ 

lic meeting and demanding that President W. H. P. Faunce, 

who was on the program, be not allowed to speak,.aroused 

such indignation that the guns of the Fundamentalists were 

practically spiked so far as the convention was concerned. 

The Baptist Fundamentalists are now threatening to do every¬ 

thing in their power to capture the next convention. Since 

that time things have been reasonably quiet in the Baptist 

communion until recently, when Dr. John R. Straton de- 

.^nanded that Dr. James H. Franklin. Secretary of the For¬ 

eign Mission Board of the Baptist Church, be dismissed be¬ 

cause he was allowing missionaries of heretical tendencies 

to go into the foreign field. Also, Dr. Straton recently ar¬ 

ranged for a week’s series of meetings when leading Funda¬ 

mentalists were brought from all over the country to address 

the public, which is understood to be the beginning of a 

very active and aggressive campaign on their part here in 

the East. A series of debates has also just been arranged 

between Dr. Straton and Dr. Potter of West Side Unitarian 

Church on the points listed above. 

There has been no trouble in the Congregational fold be¬ 

cause their ministry enjoy such individual liberty of thought 

and discussion that questions of heresy arouse no conten¬ 

tion in the denomination. 

In the Episcopal communion things had been fairly 

quiet until Dr. Percy Stickney Grant suddenly broke loose 

in the Church of the Ascension. New York, and stirred the 

Episcopal communion to its depths by asserting one Sun¬ 

day morning that “Christ did not have the power of God.’’ 

Nobody knew just what he meant, probably Dr. Grant d'd 

not know himself, but the assertion immediately brought 

down upon him an avalanche of protests which led him to 

unburden his heart, and it was revealed that he is in the fore¬ 

most ranks of the Modernists. The Bishop of New York 

finally took up the matter and there was considerable cor¬ 

respondence between the Bishop and Dr. Grant, w’hich finally 

ended with matters resting practically where they were. 

Meantime, Dr. Grant has been expressing himself freely on 

doctrinal matters. 

The next incident in the Episcopal Church which attracted 

universal attention was an address by Dr. Lawrence, Bishop 

of Massachusetts, to the clergy of his^clioce'ser This address 

has since been published in a little book entitled, “Fifty 

Years.” It is the story of the theological transformation go¬ 

ing on in the Bishop's mind during the last thirty years and 

is an exceedingly interesting little volume, but the passage 

which thoroughly shocked the conservative membership of 

the Protestant Episcopal communion was that which dealt 

with the question of the Virgin Birth. Bishop Lawrence 

took practically the same view a5“that taken by Dr. Fosdick, 

that there is no essential connection between the belief in the 

Virgin Birtli and the belief in the Incarnation. Bishop Law¬ 

rence's words on this particular point have attracted so much 

attention and mean so much in this present controversy that 

we are quoting them here in full: 

“I was brought up to believe that ‘Jesus Christ, His only 

Son, our Lord, was conceived by the Holy Ghost, born of 

the \ irgin Maryand in my earlier ministry assumed, as 

has been assumed throughout a large part of the Christian 

era and in Christian theology, that this fact was an essential 

element in the Incarnation. It is now well recognized that 

scholars are divided upon the question of the \’’irgin Birth, 

as to whether the stronger evidence leads to the confirmation 

of this as a fact, or whether it is a tradition which must be 

re-examined. These scholars are not mere critics and scep¬ 

tics, but are upon either side men of equal reverence, faith 

and belief in the Incarnation. With the conservatism of my 

nature. I have always acceded to the tradition, but with a 

mind open to further light. Some thirty years ago, however. 

I was convinced that there is no essential connection between 

the belief in the Virgin Birth and a belief in the Incarna¬ 

tion. In giving expression to that conviction, which was 

founded on the careful study of a few American scholars, I 

was charged by friends dear to me. with heresy. It is now 

a source of satisfaction to read in Bishop Gore’s later works, 

wherein he is defending the doctrine of the Virgin Birth, that 

he has come to the same conclusion. There are, as we well 

know, clergymen, a number of them, who find it difficult, if 

not impossible, to accept the doctrine of the Virgin Birth, 

whose belief in the Incarnation is sincere and firm; indeed, 

whose belief has been made the firmer by their release from 

this doctrine. Their reasons are to them convincing, and 

inasmuch as the two creeds stand for the essentials of the 

faith, and as belief in the Virgin Birth is not to them an 

essential, I am clear that with an honest heart they may join 

in the recital of the creeds. I well know that this position 

may bring sorrow to those whose faith in the Incarnation, 

whose habits of thought and worship have been interwoven 

with the doctrine of the Virgin Birth. But their interpreta¬ 

tion of the creeds and their comfort in them are in no way 

affected by the different interpretations of others.” 

In the meantime the case of Rev. L. W. Heaton, rector of 

Trinity Episcopal Church. Fort Worth, Texas, Uegan to at¬ 

tract national attention. Mr. Heaton had made statements 

about the Virgin Birth of the same purport as those of 

Bishop Lawrence. He said: “For instance, there are those 

who cling with unquestioning minds to the doctrine of the 

Virgin Birth as a statement of physical fact, while others 

have been moved to analyze it and have discovered new 

spiritual truths that transcend what the form of words thus 

imperfectly express. There are those among us who believe 

that Jesus was in all things and in every way both God and 

man; the incarnation of God and the son of Joseph. This 

is my own opinion, and there is room in the Church for tho.^e 

who must reconcile theology with religion.” This utterance 

was brought to the attention of his bishop and after several 

conferences and considerable correspondence between Bislu'p 

Moore and Mr. Heaton it is generally understood that ^Ir 

Heaton will be brought to trial for his words. The moment 

this probability arose the Modern Churchmen’^ Union, an 

organization comprising about five hundred Projestant Epis¬ 

copal ministers of liberal views, rallied to Air. Heaton’s de¬ 

fense. and this organization is now collecting funds for the 

trial and expects to stand behind him with the full weight qf 
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their endorsement. Meantime, on November 14th and 15111, 

the House of Bishops of the Protestant Episcopal Church 

met in Dallas, Texas, to formulate a pastoral letter, whicli 

was read in all of the Protestant Episcopal churches of the 

country. It is quite generally felt that this letter was called 

forth by the expressions of the Bishop of Massachusetts. 

It takes particular pains to state that objections to the doc¬ 

trine of the Virgin Birth are contrary to the Chrisian tradi¬ 

tion and to the creeds. This letter is so important that we 

are quoting that part of it that bears directly upon the pres¬ 

ent controversy: 

A clergyman, whether deacon, priest or bishop, is re¬ 
quired as a condition of receiving his ministerial com¬ 
mission to promise conformity to the doctrine, discipline 
and worship of this Church. Among the offenses for 
which he is liable to be presented for trial is the holding 
and teaching, publicly or privately and advisedly, doc¬ 
trine contrary to that of this Church, individual aberra- 
tions, in teaching or practice, however, are regrettable 
and censurable, but should not be taken to supersede the 
deliberate and written standards of the Church. It is 
irreconcilable with the vows voluntarily made at ordi¬ 
nation for a minister of this Church to deny, or to sug¬ 
gest doubt as to, the facts and truths declared in the 
Apostles’ Creed. 

To deny, or to treat as immaterial, belief in the creeds 
in which at every regular service of the Church both 
minister and congregation profess to believe is to trifle 
with words and cannot but expose us to the suspicion 
and danger of dishonesty and unreality. Honesty in the 
use of language—to say what we mean and mean what 
we say—is not least important with regard to religious 
language, and especially in our approach to Almighty 
God, however imperfect to express divine realities we 
may recognize human words to be. To explain away the 
statement, “Conceived by the Holy Ghost and born of 
the Virgin Mary,” as if it referred to a birth in the ordi- 
nar^wiyi ’of two human parents, under, perhaps, excep¬ 
tionally holy conditions, is plainly an abuse of language. 
An ordinary birth could not have been so described, nor 
can the words of the Creed fairly be so understood. 

Objections to the doctrine of the Virgin Birth or to 
the bodily resurrection of our Lord Jesus Christ are not 
only contrary to the Christians tradition, but have been 
abundantly answered bv the best scholarship of the day. 

It is not the fact of the Virgin Birth that makes us be¬ 
lieve in our Lord as God; but our belief in Him as God 
makes reasonable and natural our acceptance of the fact 
of the Virgin Birth as declared in the Scriptures and as 
confessed in the Creed from the earliest times. 

The Creed witnesses to the deliberate and determined 
purpose of the Church not to explain but to proclaim the 
fact that the Jesus of history is none other than God and 
Saviour, on whom, and on faith in whom, depends the 
whole world’s hope of redemption and salvation. 

So far from imposing fetters on our thought, the 
Creeds with their simple statement of great truths and 
facts without elaborate philosophical disquisition, give 
us a point of departure for free thought and speculation 
on the meaning and consequences of the facts revealed 
by God. The truth is never a barrier to thought. In 
belief, as in life, it is the truth that makes us free. 

The letter was received by the various rectors of the 

churches, but upon one of them. Dr. Leighton Parks, rector 

of St. Bartholomew’s Church. New York, one of the most 

prominent churches, it produced a very marked efifect. Dr. 

Parks became so enraged by it after the letter was read in 

his church on Sunday morning by one of the curates that he 

took off his regular vestments, and in his doctor’s gown re¬ 

turned to the pulpit and freed his mind in most impassioned 

manner. The sermon fell like a thunder-bolt into the ranks 

oi the Episcopal Church. It is all right to try a compara¬ 

tively unknown preacher from Fort Worth, Texas, for heresy, 

but it is another thing to bring to trial one of the most out¬ 

standing figures in the communion and the rector of one of 

the richest parishes in the United States. Dr. Parks even 

demanded that they try him for heresy instead of Mr. Hea¬ 

ton. Dr. Parks's sermon is so interesting that we print it on 

page 781. 

Of course, the accession of such men as Bishop Lawrence 

and Dr. Parks to the ranks of the Modernists has given them 

great courage. The thing that stirred Dr. Parks to the 

depths was the apparent questioning in the Bishops’ pastoral 

of the integrity of the clergy. He insists that the Bishops 

are not the sole defenders of the doctrines of the Church, 

In matters of doctrine their power is carefully restricted, 

and not- one jot or tittle of the doctrine of the Church may 

be added to or subtracted from by all the bishops in the 

Protestant Episcopal Church. Doctrine can only be changed 

by a concurrent vote of the bishops with the clerical and lay 

deputies to the General Convention. For the Bishops to speak 

as if they were the sole defenders of the faith is contrary 

to the constitution of the Episcopal Church. Dr. Parks in¬ 

sists that the Protestant Reformation gave to every priest 

equal power with the bishops, in matters of faith. He insists 

that he is just as responsible for the purity of the doctrine 

taught in his parish as the bishop of the diocese is in his 

larger field. He says: "For almost fifty years I have tried 

by the help of God to be diligent in prayer and in the read¬ 

ing of the Holy Scriptures. Now, then, after passing many 

hours in that study, when I come before my people to teach 

them in the light of that prayer and study, am I to be lold 

that I am 'dishonest’ because I do not happen to agree with 

what those good bishops say?” Dr. Parks takes the same 

ground'on the Virgin Birth as that taken by Bishop Law¬ 

rence and Dr. FosdicK. He said that there was a widespread 

belief that this letter of the Bishops is directed against the 

Bishop of Massachusetts, But that they would not dare to 

bring the Bishop to trial. It would shake the church to its 

foundation. Then he said: “I will now ask why they don’t 

bring me to trial. I am not a distinguished rector, but for 

many years I have been preaching things which the Bishops 

condemn.” (Dr. Parks is a very distinguished rector in 

spite of his denial, and this is one of the reasons he will not 

be brought to trial.) He said that he would consider it an 

honor to be deposed from the Church for anything he has 

said publicly or privately. He said that the Rev. Dr. W. 

Russell Bowie, of Grace Church, New York, and Rev. El- 

wood Worcester, of Emmanuel Church, Boston, held the 

same views as Bishop Lawrence, and then he asked why they 

did not bring Lawrence and Bowie and Worcester and him¬ 

self to trial. “They will not do that, but there is a poor, 

friendless, but not altogether helpless man whom it is pro¬ 

posed to bring to trial for saying the same things that Law¬ 

rence and Worcester and Bowie and many others have been 

saying for many years.” He referred, of course, to Mr. 

Heaton, 

On Sunday, December i6th, Dr, Percy Stickney Gran^ of 

the Church of the Ascension, New York City, assaTIeothe 

Bishops’ pastoral in his morning sermon. He believed that 

a great many clergymen and even bishops in the Protestant 

Episcopal Church did not accept the point of view of this 

pastoral. Ke also insisted that the Bishops have no right to 

define doctrine; that “our Church can only undertake some¬ 

thing like that in General Convention, that meets every three 
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Dr. Jordan has not only summed up his life work in this 

great book, but also his philosophy. 

The end of 1923 has brought two most interesting auto¬ 

biographies with it—two quite different types of books. One 

is Dr. Charles H. Parkhurst’s “My Forty Years in New 

York’’ (Macmillan Company), which is a story of activities 

and crusade, and “Fifty Years” (Houghton, Mifflin Com¬ 

pany), by Bishop Lawrence of Massachusetts, which is a 

story of spiritual and religious development and change. Dr. 

Parkhurst’s autobiography has some extremely interesting 

pictures of a New England boyhood with much comment on 

religious education and training of children. The whole story 

just exudes wisdom. The chapter in which he tells how he 

defeated Tammany stir one’s blood. The extracts from the 

sermons he preached at that time are about the best things 

since Amos got after the politicians of his day. Can any¬ 

thing be lovelier than this sentence: “ ‘The wicked flee when 

no man pursueth,’ and they make still better time when some¬ 

body is after them.” “Fifty Years” is an expansion of a pa¬ 

per read by Bishop Lawrence before the clergy of his dio¬ 

cese. It made a great impression and caused much comment 

because of some of its rather radical statements about creedal 

interpretation. I will not go into that and the book will soon 

receive full review in The Christian Work. The reason it 

so deeply interested me was that it is not only a remarkable 

story of spiritual experience and of the passing through 

doubt into a larger but firmer faith, but because it is also the 

story of the theological transition of hundreds during the last 

fifty years. 

I have no space left to talk about the novels I have most 

enjoyed. I will merely mention the five—I do not say they 

are the best novels of the year. Many would say they are 

not. They are merely the five I read with most engrossment. 

The first was “The Cathedral’ (Doran Company), by Hugh 

Walpole, a tremendous story of fatalism and of pride going 

before a fall, with the great cathedral (Durham?) over¬ 

shadowing all; “The Church on the Avenue” (Dodd, Mead 

and Company), by Helen Martin: a story'of a conservative 

minister and church facing refractory and reactionary kings 

of industry in a great mill town; “Men Like Gods” (The 

Macmillan Company), by K. G. Wells: a story of an Eng¬ 

lishman’s experience in Utopia; “A Son at the Front” (Scrib¬ 

ner’s), by Edith Wharton; a story of the war, with all the 

reserve and the exquisite art that characterizes all of Mrs. 

Wharton’s stories; and “Bread” (E. P. Dutton and Com¬ 

pany), by Charles G. Norris: a remarkably sympathetic pic¬ 

ture of the life of the working girls (the stenographers espe¬ 

cially) of New York City and the conflict between love and 

the craving for independence. 

Frederick Lynch. 

HE WEEKLY SERMON 

Intellectual Integrity, or the Equal Rights of Fundamentalist 

and Modernist in a Comprehensive Church 

! By Rev. Leightcm Paiks, D.D. 

Rector of St. Bartbolomew’s (Episcopal) Church, New York 

[The follozifing is the great sermon in which Dr. Parks, a 
week ago last Sunday, took up the gauge of battle flung out 
by the Protestant Episcopal Bishops in their Pastoral Letter, 
quoted on page 778 of this 

"'^•lorcQver, it is required in stezeards that a man be found 
faithful."—I Corintliians 4:2. 

AS the services for the second Sunday in Advent call 

attention to the Bible, so do the services for this day 
call attention to the ministry, and in the Epistle you 

have just heard read the Apostle says that the most impor¬ 
tant thing is the intellectual integrity of the ministry. His 
intellectual integrity had been called in question, if not by 
the Apostles at Jerusalem, certainly by those who were close 
to them, who were telling the people whom Paul was giving 
his life to save that he was a deceitful man and that they 
ouglit not to trust him. And his answer is, “It is a small 
matter with me to-be-judged of you or of any man's judg¬ 
ment. He that judgeth me is the Lord.” 

I did not wish to call your attention to such a question as 
this, especially as we draw near to the Christmas season, but 
I am required by the Canons of the Church to see that the 
Pastoral Letter is read to the congregation, and inasmuch 
as that Pastoral Letter does more than suggest that there are 
clergy preaching from our pulpits and ministering at our 

altars who are guilty of dishonesty, I feel it my duty to en¬ 
ter an emphatic protest. 

I can understand that some good man or woman, having 
learned that this was to be the subject brought before you 
this morning, may have said, “It is a pity that our rector 
should put himself in opposition to the teachings of the 
Church.” But I would have you remember that I am not 
only the minister of this particular congregation, but that at 
my ordination I solemnly promised to “use all faithful dili¬ 
gence to banish and drive away from the Church all erro¬ 
neous and strange doctrines contrary to God’s Word, and to 
use both public and private monitions and exhortations, as 
well to the sick as to the whole, within my cures, as need 
shall require, and occasion shall be given.” I come before 
you, therefore, this morning as a doctor of theology, fulfill¬ 
ing the duty which I undertook to perform at my ordination. 

There are several things in this letter which must meet 
with the approval of all good and intelligent people, and cer¬ 
tain parts of it cannot fail to rejoice the heart of the Mod¬ 
ernist. I am sure that the Bishops are good men. and that 
they have put forth this letter in the sincere hope that there¬ 
by they might serve the Church. It is, therefore, to be con¬ 
sidered as sympathetically as possible, and to be protested 
against only if it shall be found to contain “strange” doc¬ 
trine. 

I. Is this a "Pastor Letter""f [Dr. Parks questions the 
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validity of the Bishop’s communication as a “Pastoral 
-Letter.’’] 

II. The Modernism of the Bishops. This letter is one of 
•the effects produced by the tidal wave of modernism sweep¬ 
ing through all the churches; and the attempt of those who 

•■call themselves Fundamentalists to check the rising tide of 
knowledge, and as 1 believe, of spiritual life in the churches, 
Fas manifested Itself in ways that must distress refined and 
intelligent people. In the Baptist Church the Fundamental¬ 
ists Iiave manifested a spirit of vulgarity which is shocking. 
J. do not think Dr. Grant has overstated the case in his com¬ 
ments upon the controversy in that church. In the Presby¬ 
terian Church a spirit of obscurantism, identifying religion 
with e.xploded theories of the origin of the universe and of 
man, has made the late meeting of the General Assembly of 
that venerable Church ridiculous. 

Our Bishops have not been guilty either of vulgarity or 
obscurantism. Indeed, they show evidence of the spirit of 
•modernism. The statement that "the Christian faith may be 
distinguished from the forms in which it is expressed as 
something deeper and higher and more personal’’ could not 
Jiiave been found in any letter put forth by the House of 
-Bishops forty or even twenty years ago. Also, that they 
^should call in the "best scholars" to bear witness is deeply 
significant. But perhaps the most significant illustration of 

•the spirit of modernism Is found in the fact that they have 
-abandoned the old orthodox position which insisted that the 
• divinity of Christ was dependent upon the miracles, and rec- 
•ognize the miracles to be the natural efifects produced by a 
Divine Personality. 

'J'hey also show the spirit of modernism by recognizing 
tliat human words are inadequate to express divine realities. 
"Wlien, however, they deny the liberty which they enjoy in 
the interpretation of ten of the articles of the Creed, to the 

■intciprctation of the two articles which refer to the Incarna¬ 
tion and the Resurrection, it will seem to some that they are 
inconsistent in logic and show signs of what may be called 
"arrcstetl development" in their modernism. Certainly, those 
who have entered into the larger liberty which has come as 
the result of years of struggle have no desire to point the 
finger of scorn at those who have not gone the whole way 
on the journey. Thev should recognize that this “arrested 
development" of the Bishops probably means no more than 
they are resting. They have been wearied by the journey, 
and however much it is to be regretted that their weariness 
should manifest itself in denunciation of those who have 
;gonc further along on the road to freedom, the “progres¬ 
sives'" should rejoice as they note how great has been the ad¬ 
vance of the whole army of the faithful. 

As wc look back over the history of the Church in the past 
sixty year.s we see what advance has been made. When Dr. 
Temple publicly asserted that the Holy Scriptures showed a 
gradual development in knowledge, in morality, in the con¬ 
ception of the character of God. he was denounced and would 
•have been put out of the English Church had he not been 
■pfTotected by the laity. Yet that man lived to become the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, honored in all the churches; and 
that which was deemed his heresy is now a commonplace. 
When Bishop Colenso questioned the Mosaic authorship of 
the Pentateuch and called attention to the fact that the num- 
'ters used in that ancient document were grossly exagger- 
Tited, he was deposed by the Synod of the South African 
Church, but on appeal was justified by the Church of Eng¬ 
land. Some of us can remember when his name was coupled 
with that of Arius, almost with that of Judas. Yet his 
'''heresy" is now admitted probably by all the Bishops. Fred- 
•erlck Dennison Maurice, one of the greatest prophets and 
;philosophers and saints of the English Church, was in- 
;hibitecl from preaching for a long period because he denied 
nliat the word “aconian" was equivalent to “everlasting." 
AMien Dr. William R. Huntington and the late Dr. McKim 
■accepted that teaching and refused to declare that they be- 
■Hevecl in the everlasting torture of the lost, the one was re- 
‘lused ordination for a long time and the other was denied 
'flic honor of the Episcopate. Yet how many of the Bishops 
feci themselves called upon to preach the old doctrine of 
^Tiell fire"? Bishop Clark, ultimatelv the Presiding Bishop 

■of this Church, told me that his ordination to the diaconate 
Avns held up for months because he could not get the Bishop 
'to agree that a man who was unable to accept the orthodox 
teaching concerning the nature of the resurrection of the 
hody would be a faithful minister of the Church. Yet which 

of tlie Bishops believes in the resurrection of the body as it 
had been believed from early times? Phillips Brooks was 
denounced as a heretic because he would not fall into the 
lieresy of Apollinarius! Evey one of the "heresies" of the 
past the Bisnops have found means of incorporating into 
their interpretations of the orthodox faith of the Church, 
and therefore we rejoice. 

But now we come to the consideration of questions which 
are vital. The first is this: 

III. Arc the Bishops the sole defenders and dcHners of 
doctrine I' If they are, then certainly i have no right to 
speak to you, and all you have to do is to listen to what the 
Bishops say. Now, that question is not to be tested by emo¬ 
tion nor decided by prejudice. We are to find out, if we can, 
what is the opinion of our Church in regard to this matter. 
When, then, we turn to the Constitution of this Church we 
see that the power and authority of the Bishops in matters 
of doctrine is carefully restricted. How could it have been 
otherwise? We know that some of the men who collaborated 
in the formation of the Constitution of the United States 
lent their aid in drawing up a constitution for the Protestant 
Episcopal Church. Every student of American history 
knows that one of the things the founders of the Federal 
Constitution felt it most necessary to do was to limit the 
power of the executive lest it encroach upon the legislative 
and judicial branches of the Government. They set up a 
balance of power, so that the executive could never encroach 
upon the other departments of the Government. Is it to be 
supposed that when those same men drew a constitution for 
a democratic, constitutional church they would have given 
unlimited power to the Bishops? We know that the po¬ 
litical suspicion of the encroachment of the executive but 
faintly reflects the deep suspicion of the American people at 
the close of the Revolution concerning the introduction of 
the Episcopate. We know that even Bishop W’hite, the 
father of our American Church, seriously considered the 
substitution of a Presbyterian for an Episcopal ministry. 
When, now, we examine the Constitution we find that not 
one jot or tittle of the statement of the doctrine of this 
Church may be added to or subtracted from by any individ¬ 
ual bishop or all the bishops combined. They cannot change 
a single line or word of our formularies without the concur¬ 
rent action of the Lower House, composed of clergy and 
laity, voting separately in regard to every such proposed 
change and at two separate conventions. The Bishops are 
carefully restricted by the Constitution of the Church, and 
for them to speak as if they were the sole definers of the 
faith is contrary to the very constitutional provision under 
which they live. 

Of course, the Bishops recognize this. But what some of 
them are inclined to say is that “While the Constitution is 
careful to limit our authority so that we may not do certain 
things, it can in no way limit that authority which from the 
early days of the Church has always been granted to the 
Bishops. It is a fundamental element." they say. “of the 
Catholic tradition that all questions of doctrine shall finally 
be decided by the bishop of the diocese or by the united 
voice of the Episcopate." I do not propose to discuss the 
origin or the continuance of the Catholic tradition, nor what 
it means for various reasons. . . . We do not know 
when it began; we do not know exactly what it says. But 
one thing we do know: that is, when it cam-e to an end. It 
came to an end at the Protestant Reformation, when the 
English Church deliberately broke with the Catholic tradi¬ 
tion. and in the ordination of priests did that which no other 
Church had ever done—gave to each priest of this Church 
co-ordinate authority with the bishop for the defense and 
definition of the faith. When I was presented to the bishop 
to be ordained I was asked these questions: “Will you be 
ready, with all faithful diligence, to banish and drive away 
from the Church all erroneous and strange doctrines con¬ 
trary to God’s Word?" “Are you persuaded that the Holy 
Scriptures contain all doctrine required as necessary for 
eternal salvation through faith in Jesus Christ? And are 
you determined, out of the said Scriptures, to instruct the 
people committed to your charge; and to teach nothing as 
necessary to eternal salvation but that udiich you shall be 
persuaded may be concluded and proved by the Scriptures?” 
T was also asked this question. “Will you be diligent in pray¬ 
ers and in reading the Holy Scriptures, and in sucU studies 
as help to the knoxdedge of the same, laying aside the study 
of the world and the flesh?" Now, if you will turn to the 
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office for the Consecration of Bishops you will note that the 
Bishops make the same pledges in regard to the Scriptures 
and doctrine which they made at their ordination as priests; 
that no authority is given to them which had not been given 
to them as priests, with one exception: In the fourth ques¬ 
tion to the Bishops this clause is added: ’’And both pri¬ 
vately and openly to call upon and encourage others to the 
same." This gives added authority in matters of discipline^ 
but none in questions of doctrine. Am I to be told after al¬ 
most fifty years of labor in this Church that I am a dishon¬ 
est man unless I am prepared to accept a statement of doc¬ 
trine put forth by the Bishops, acting perhaps under the au¬ 
thority of the Catholic tradition but contrary to the Constitu¬ 
tion of the Protestant Episcopal Church and the ordination 
vows of the individual ministers? . . . 

All this talk about the Cathoilc tradition is having a very 
subtle and, in my judgment, very dangerous effect upon the 
Church. How frequently we hear good and intelligent peo¬ 
ple say, “Why does not the bishop put out of the Church this 
or that man with whose opinions I do not agree, whose man¬ 
ners I do not admire, and whose practices I think undigni¬ 
fied?” It would be just as sensible to ask, “Why does not 
Governor Smith put in jail the editors of some of the yellow 
journals who seem to be preaching anarchy, fanning the 
flame of envy, encouraging revolution?" The answer is 
that if Governor Smith were to put any of those men in 
jail without due process of law he would find himself in jail. 
If the bishop of this diocese were to attempt to remove from 
the ministry of the Church men whorn you and I do not ap¬ 
prove of or like, he himself would be removed from the 
Church. This is a constitutional Church, and bishops and 
.clergj' can be deposed only by due process of law. . . . 

IV. The Authority of the Creed. The next question to 
which I would call your attention is, What is the authority 
on whicli the Apostles’ Creed rests? The Bishops in their 
letter tell us that it is to be interpreted by the Nicene Creed. 
Inasmuch as they appeal to the Nicene Creed, it might be 
remembered that the Apostles’ Creed in the form in which 
we now have it was not cry’stallized until centuries after the 
meeting of the Council of Nicaea in 325 .4. D. The Apos¬ 
tles’ Creed is the expression of a slow evolution which went 
on for centuries. Therefore, a creed set forth in 325 cannot 
be the interpreter of a creed which was not finished until 
centuries later. 

1. But in my judgment they have been more unfortunate 
still when they come to deal with those two articles which 
they say can be interpreted only in one way. For when we 
turn to the Nicene Creed we find tliat the article which deals 
with the Resurrection of our Lord says. “And the third day 
he rose again, according to the Scriptures.” I am well aware 
that many scholars interpret this to mean that he rose from 
the dead as had been prophesied in the Scriptures of the Old 
Testament, but I know no reason why it should not be inter¬ 
preted as meaning that he rose from the dead as the New 
Testament declares. But leaving that question aside, in re¬ 
gard to which I do not pretend to speak with authority, let 
me remind you that the Nicene Creed itself refers us back 
to the Scriptures, declines to deal with the case, saying, 
“This court has no jurisdiction to try that case. It must be 
tried in the court of the Scriptures.” 

2. When the appeal is made to the Nicene Creed to show 
that the Virgin Birth is a “historical fact.” the Bishops have 
evidently forgotten what they all must know, namely, that 
the Nicene Creed made no allusion to the Virgin Birth; nor 
did the Creed of Eusebius, which the Council had before it. 
The Council considered this creed carefully before putting 
forth its statement of what it believed to be the faith of the 
Church: and as a result this is what they said about the In¬ 
carnation : “Who for us men and for our salvation came 
down and was made man and dwelt as Man amongst men.” 

If in a police court an attorney were to say, “I propose to 
prove by the testimony of William Smith that such and such 
a thing took place.” and when he called William Smith, 
found that William Smith knew nothing about it, would he 
be at liberty then to say to the jury, “When I said William 
Smith I meant Henry Jones?” And when he calls Henry 
Jones and finds that Henry Jones lived far aw'ay from the 
occurrence to which he is called upon to bear witness, what 
would the jury think, what would the judge say, of such a 
presentation of a case as that? ^ 

That is exactly what the Bishops have done. I do not wish 

to press this point, because this is not a debating society,, 
and I do not wish to score a verbal or technical victory. If 
1 did, I think I could rest my case here. But sontething far- 
deeper than any verbal or technical victory is concerned withi 
this matter, my brethren. And therefore 1 will not press 
that point. Of course, the Bishops would answer that whem 
they said the "Nicene” Creed, they did not mean the creed 
put forth by the Council of Nicaea, but that they were usings 
the term in the sense in which it is popularly understood; 
that is, that they meant the creed which we have just re¬ 
peated in this morning’s service. They are aware that that 
creed was not put forth by the Council of Nicaea; that it 
was recited at the Council of Constantinople more than fifty 
years later, and that in the meantime, as the "best scholars.'* 
tell us, some copyist, who knowing that it was the opinion 
of the whole Church at that time that our Saviour was bom 
of a virgin, put that in on his own authority. The Coimcil 
of Constantinople never considered the question. They were 
engaged on an entirely different problem, namely, the ques¬ 
tion of the priority of the Bishop of Rome and the Bishop of 
Constantinople, and they simply took the creed which was 
handed them by the copyist and recited it as satisfactory ta 
them without any discussion. It was not until the Council 
of Chalcedon, more than one hundred and twenty-five years 
after the Council of Nicaea, that the creed which we have 
just repeated was set forth with the authority of a council. 

Is there any lawyer here who, if he wished to illustrate 
the teaching of the framers of the Constitution of the United 
States, would say that the fifteenth, sixteenth and eighteenth 
amendments to the Constitution, passed over a hundred years, 
afer the formal establishment of it, represented the minds of 
the fathers of the country? We have no more right to quote- 
the Creed of Chalcedon as representing the minds of ther- 
fathers of Nicaea than we have to quote the eighteenth 
amendment as representing the minds of Hamilton and Madi¬ 
son and Jefferson. Nicaea, like the imaginary “Willianv 
Smith.” bears no testimony, and Chalcedon, like "Henry 
Jones,” was far from the scene! But even tliough what is 
popularly called the “Nicene” Creed was set forth with the 
authority of a General Council, that does not make it the 
final court of appeal nor an infallible interpreter, because 
the standards of the English Church from which our Church 
derives: the same standards that our Cl'.urch deliberately .set 
up. say distinctly that “General Councils . . . (foras¬ 
much as they be an assembly of men, whereof all be not gov¬ 
erned with the Spirit and Word of God), may err and soiT>e- 
times have erred.” In other words, the English Church not 
only absolutely refused to allow the Bishops to be the sole 
definers of doctrine, but also to have the authority of the 
creed referred back to any General Council. 

Then to what did they refer it? They referred it to the 
Holy Scriptures. . . . We turn away from the Catholic 
tradition. We turn away from the General Councils, and 
we take these two doctrines back to the Scriptures. Wliat 
do we find ? 

I. We find, first of all, in regard to the resurrection of 
our Lord that the record is exceedingly confusing. Some¬ 
times it would seem as if we were in the presence of a nat¬ 
ural body w'hich had been reanimated, and at other times it 
seems as if we saw a ghost. Now. then, to assert that no 
man is justified in reciting the article concerning the resur¬ 
rection of our Lord unless he is prepared to say that it is a 
"bodily” resurrection is believed by many earnest ministers, 
in this Church to be a “strange” doctrine. They turn to St. 
Paul’s account of the vision of our Lord which converted 
him and they see no sign of any physical body. They study 
St. Paul’s epistles and learn from them that in his judgment 
all of us shall rise as Christ rose. As long as the Christian 
Church believed that the same body which was laid in the 
grave arose at the Last Day, it was inevitable that the Church 
should believe that Christ arose in the same way. But now 
that no intelligent man believes that the dead bodies rise 
from the grave, why should we insist that the essential thing 
in the resurrection of our Lord is “bodily” ? Does not this 
expression in the Pastoral teach the fundamental philosophic 
heresy which declares the physical to be more real than the 
spiritual? I believe that to be an “erroneous” doctrine. 
May the Fundamentalist unchurch the Modernist who be¬ 
lieves in the spiritual resurrection of our Lord? No more 
than the Modernist may unchurch the Fundamentalist who 
believes in the “bodily” resurrection of our Lord. Both can 
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•find justification for their interpretation in the Holy Scrip¬ 
tures. 

This point is of great importance. In ten of the articles 
of the creed the Fundamentalists, or many of them, have 
spiritualized the doctrines. What right have they so to do? 
There is not one of the bishops who believes the article con¬ 
cerning our Lord’s ascension as it has been believed from 
early days. In a Ptolemaic universe it was inevitable that 
the ascension should be conceived as a physical fact. There 
seemed no incongruity in supposing that the physical body 
of our Lord was lifted from the Mount of Olives to the throne 
of God at some point in space above the visible firmament. 
But every bishop to-day has abandoned that notion. They 
are living in another universe. They know that if our Lord’s 
body had begun to ascend into space forty days after His 
resurrection it would not to-day have reached the farthest 
star revealed by the telescope. Yet Stephen saw Him stand¬ 
ing at the right hand of God soon after His ascension. What 
justification have the Bishops for changing the interpreta¬ 
tion which has come down to them through the Catholic tra¬ 
dition? If they base it upon the knowledge that has come 
through astronomy, they are Rationalists. The knowledge 
may lead them to doubt the traditional interpretation, but it 
does not justify them in remaining ministers of a church 
which has inherited the tradition, unless they are able to 
•show by the Holy Scriptures that another interpretation is 
justified. The position of the Modernist is exactly tlie same, 
only he is applying the same method to the two articles to 
which the Bishops declare that it may not be applied. It will 
not do to unchurch the Modernist on the ground that he is a 
Rationalist and the Fundamentalist is not, if the Modernist 
appeals to the Scriptures and is convinced that they justify 
him in a more spiritual interpretation of the articles con¬ 
cerning the Incarnation and the Resurrection than the Cath¬ 
olic tradition approves. 

2. And so we come to a far more living question, because 
it touches emotion and because it is of a nature that we do 
not care to discuss before a general congregation, and that 
is whether or not our Lord was born of a virgin or of a 
married woman. Of course, those who say that he was born 
of a virgin are justified by the Scriptures, though as far as 
I know there are only three passages which do justify that 
belief, but they are enough. Now, the vital question is. Can 
the Modernist find justification in the Scriptures themselves 
for his interpretation of the article in the creed which treats 
of the Incarnation? I believe he can. In the first place, he 
reads the very passages on which the Fundamentalist bases 
his interpretation and he questions if they can bear the 
weight. There is a passage in the prophecy of Isaiah, “Be¬ 
hold. a virgin shall conceive and bear a son. and shall call 
his name Immanuel.” But the “best scholars” tell us that 
the Hebrew word almali translated pa-rthenos in the Greek 
version and “virgin” in the English really means a young 
■married woman. They ask why, if Isaiah meant “virgin” 
he did not use the Hebrew word bethulah instead of aimak. 
Moreover, they learn from the prophecy of Isaiah that the 
child who was to be born and called Immanuel was born in 
the very year in which the prophet spoke: that possibly the 
■“young woman” was the wife of the prophet. The Modern- 
■ist recognizes that it was natural that the early Christians 
■^vho turned back to the only Bible they had, the Old Testa- 
■ment. should find in such a prophecy a beautiful suggestion 
of the birth of our Saviour. But they do not feel that 
it is conclusive. And when we come to the Gospels of 
St. Matthew and St. Luke we see that it is stated that 
our Saviour was born of a virgin, and all who feel that 
that is a part of the Christian faith are justified by the Scrip¬ 
tures in so asserting their belief. 

But if that were all, then there are many in the church, 
Iboth laity and clergy, who would be bound as honest men to 
withdraw. But it is not all. Another man turns to the 
Scriptures and he is told by the “best scholars,” not the radi¬ 
cal minds but conservative scholars, that those two chapters, 
one In St. Matthew and one in St. Luke, belong to the intro¬ 
ductions of those Gospels which were added after the origi¬ 
nal authors, whom we call Matthew and Luke, had finished 
their work: in other words, that that record represents a 
theory in regard to our Saviour’s birth which came into the 
Church after those Gospels were written. 

But this is not the whole of the story. Men turn to the 
Epistles of St. Paul, written long before any of the Gospels, 
and they find St. Paul saving, “Jesus Christ . . . was 

made of tlie seed of David according to the flesh." Then 
they turn to the genealogical table in the Gospel of Matthew 
and find that the descendant of David is Joseph and that there 
is no mention of Mary as descended from David. If I 
wished to bring a railing accusation, I should say that the 
attempts which have been made to prove that this really re¬ 
fers to Mary are unworthy of scholarly men. But I do not 
say this. I do not even say that it is disingenuous. I only say 
that it is ingenious and that it would never have been at¬ 
tempted had it not been necessary to make the facts accord 
with a theory, instead of deducing a theory from the facts. 
And when we turn to the Gospel of Luke we read that ‘‘Jesus 

supposed to be the son of Joseph. . . . who was the 
son of Adam, the son of God.” They turn to the Epistle to 
the Galatians and find Paul saying, “Jesus Christ was made 
of a woman.” Does that mean born of a virgin? Most 
scholars agree that it was a familiar Flebrew saying which 
simply meant to express the birth of every man. Job says. 
“Man that is born of woman is of few days, and full of 
trouble.” Does that mean that the “changes and chances of 
this mortal life” come only upon those who are virgin-born? 
Our Lord himself says, speaking of John the Baptist, “Among 
them that are born of women there hath not risen a greater 
than John the Baptist.” Does that mean that John was born 
of a virgin? We turn to the Gospel of Mark, which Catho¬ 
lic tradition says was dictated by the Apostle Peter, and 
there is not one word about the Virgin Birth in it. We turn 
to the Fourth Gospel, which paints the portrait of the glori¬ 
fied Christ, and we find the author saying that when our 
patron saint, Bartholomew, was urged by Philip to come to 
Jesus, he tells him that he is to meet the son of Joseph, 
though the same author has just declared that John the Bap¬ 
tist said that Jesus was the Son of God. In other words, 
many Modernists believe that they are justified by the Scrip¬ 
tures in denying that the Virgin Birth is a “historical fact.” 

How, then, it is asked, can they repeat the words of the 
creed? They turn once more to John an<l they hear these 
words: “Which were born, not of blood, nor of the will of 
the flesh, nor of the will of man, but of God.” But that 
does not refer to the Word of which John has just been 
speaking: it refers to every soul that has received Him. Our 
natural birth is not the expression of our real life. It is the 
birth from above which is “not of blood, nor of the will of 
man, nor of the will of the flesh, but of God.” Now. then, 
there arc men and women and ministers of the church who 
sav the historic words of the creed, and while they cannot 
affirm that the Virgin Biirth is a “historical fact,” do be¬ 
lieve that they are justified by the Scripture in using the old 
language to express their belief that in a way that is true of 
none of us, he was born “not of blood, nor of the will of the 
flesh, nor of the will of man, but of God.” And because 
they believe Him to be the Incarnate Word of God; God 
from God. Light from Light, Life from Life, Very God 
from Very God; because they look to Him for health and 
salvation; because they believe that “there is none other 
name under heaven given among men whereby we must be 
saved;” and because they believe that that faith m_ their 
Saviour may be expressed in the historic words which to 
them mean His pure innocence. His uniqueness, and His 
essential divinity, though to the men of old the words ex¬ 
pressed a historic fact, are they to be called dishonest men. 
They have their warrant in the Scriptures. 

V. Intellectual Integrity. Now it may be asked, “Who has 
been called a dishonest man?” I think that is the most seri¬ 
ous blot on this document. The very fact that nobody is 
named cannot fail to sow the seed of suspicion in the minds 
of many congregations that the Bishops may refer to their 
minister. There is a widespread belief, whether it be justi¬ 
fied or not, that this letter of the Bishops is directed against 
the Bishop of Massachusetts; that his book called “Fifty 
Years,” which I again advise every one of you to read, is one 
of those “recent utterances” which have disturbed the minds 
of certain “eminent laymen.” Very well. If in a meeting of 
the Board of Aldermen the Mayor were to come in and say, 
“There are grafters at this table,” instantly he would be 
called on to name them. In no company of honorable men 
may anonymous accusations be thrown broadcast without in¬ 
sistence that the name of the man referred to shall be heard. 
Why do not the Bishops name Bishop Lawrence? Because 
if they did, it would be necessary to bring him to trial. .And 
why is he not brought to trial? Because it would sliake this 
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Churcli to its foundations. There is not a poor clergyman 
in this church who does not daily thank God for what that 
man has done to relieve their poverty. There is not a lay¬ 
man who has ever been brought into contact with him who 
not only has been profoundly impressed by the simplicity of 
his character, by the sanity of his judgment, by his grasp of 
business principles, but who also has not been convinced that 
“his righteousness is as clear as the light and his just dealing 
as the noon day.” They cannot bring him to trial. 

I will ask why they do not bring me to trial. I am not a 
distinguished person. T do not for one moment put myself 
on a level with the Bishop of Massachusetts, but for many 
years I have been teaching two things which the Pastoral de¬ 
clares to be unsound and suggests that the minister who so 
teaches is a dishonest man. I have never said privately any¬ 
thing I have not said publicly; I have said nothing in this 
church that I have not published in a book which any one 
who cares to may read; and in all. I have said that while be¬ 
lief in the Incarnation is essential, and while unquestionably 
at the time the Apostles’ Creed was set forth, the only way 
of expressing the belief of the Church in the Incarnation 
was by the assertion that Jesus was born of a virgin, I have 
denied that belief in the Incarnation necessitated the accep¬ 
tance of the Virgin Birth as a “historical fact.” I have justi¬ 
fied my younger brethren in continuing in the ministry though 
they could not accept the Virgin Birth as a “historical fact” 
or the “bodily” Resurrection of our Lord. I have urged men 
and women to come to the Communion who could not so ac¬ 
cept the Creed. And I would call particular attention to the 
fact that if it is unlawful or dishonest for a minister of our 
Church to teach as I have taught, it is also unlawful and dis¬ 
honest for those who have accepted my teaching to come to 
the Communion. There cannot be one law for the clergy 
and another for the laity. So that this letter, which' at first 
might have seemed to be the condemnation of a few ministers, 
will be found to be the condemnation of a very large number 
of the thoughtful laity as well. 

I think, if I may be allowed to say so without offense, that 
the Bishops are confused. I know of no man who pretends 
that tlie expression in the Apostles’ Creed “born of the Vir¬ 
gin Mary,” was used in any except a most literal sense by the 
early Church, any more than he denies that the words “the 
Resurrection of the Body,” had anything but a physical sig¬ 
nificance to tile men of old; and while it would be dishonest, 
or at least show ignorance for any man so to assert, he can¬ 
not be called dishonest if, admitting that the fact of the In¬ 
carnation could only have been expressed in the Apostles’ 
Creed in the words with whicli we are familiar, continues to 
use them with a spiritual significance which no physical fact 
can adequately reveal. And if it be thought that this is dis¬ 
honest, why am I not brought to trial ? 

I can imagine that if that were suggested to my Bishop— 
and I have no doubt it has been suggested to him—he might 
say in a most kindly spirit, “He is the last man in this Dio¬ 
cese whom I should desire to bring to trial; first, because he 
used every legitimate eff'ort to prevent my election to the 
Episcopate. He is reported to have said that ‘he would vote 
for any respectable clergj'nian rather than for me.’ If then 
I bring him to trial, shall I not lay myself open to the sus¬ 
picion that I am actuated by unworthy motives ?” No one 
who knows him would think that of him, I least of all. He 
might go on to say more than that: “Since my election he 
has endeavored to show himself a loyal friend, and I look on 
him as my friend and I should be very loath to bring such 
trouble upon him.” But if it were urged that it was his duty, 
as I believe it is his duty if he believes me to be dishonest or 
heretical, he might say, “Well, possibly, and if he were a 
younger man, it might be desirable, but he is an old man. Tlie 
time left for him to do harm to the church is very short. I 
would not bring down his gray hairs to the grave in dis¬ 
grace. Wait and after a little_ while sonie one will come and 
take his place, and all will be forgotten that he has said.” I 
venture to suggest that if this were the thought of the Bishop 
he would be mistaken in regard to two facts. I am an old 
man and the time of my departure is at hand, but I should 
not consider it a disgrace to be deposed from the ministry of 
this church for anything I have said either privately or pub¬ 
licly; I should consider it an honor to be led off from the 
stage where I have tried to serve my Lord for half a century, 
escorted by a committee of dignified clergy and the Bishop 

himself! And another mistake would be to forget that while 
the sere and yellow leaf falls to the ground, it is not alone be¬ 
cause the sap no longer flows through it nor because the in¬ 
evitable action of the law of gravitation drags it from the 
twig. It is because each leaf is pushed off b3' the bud that 
has been forming to take its place. So when they have got¬ 
ten rid of me, they will find that there is another just as bad 
—perhaps five, perhaps twenty. Indeed, when I note how the 
spirit of modernism has penetrated the House of Bishops as 
shown in this letter, I believe that that spirit will animate the 
direction of the Church in the years to come. 

If they do not bring Bishop Lawrence; if they do not bring 
me; if they do not bring Dr. Worcester of Emmanuel Church. 
Boston, whose name is illustrious in all the churches of this 
country and Europe as well, who has signed a public protest 
against this Pastoral; if they do not bring these men to trial, 
whom will they bring to trial? I would not say one word to 
misrepresent the Bishops or to stir up feeling against them. 
I believe them good and earnest, even if mistaken, men; but 
I will put a hypothetical case to you. Suppose any judge in 
this city were to feel that men of the standing of jfr. Root or 
Mr. ^^’ickersham or Judge Parker or Judge Seabury had 
been guilty of contempt of court by some public utterance 
and yet did nothing about it, but dragged some poor friend¬ 
less. almost unknown attorney before the awful judgment 
seat and disbarred him, what would the righteous public opin¬ 
ion of this country say? Now. then, there is a poor, helpless 
but not altogether friendless man in another Diocese whom 
it is proposed to bring to trial for saying the same things that 
Lawrence and Worcester and I and many others have said 
for years. The Bishop of that Diocese said in regard to 
the man whom he proposes to try (I would not believe it 
when I first heard it; I thought it was either a slander or a 
gross exaggeration, but I have in my possession the sworn 
affidavit of an attorney in that Diocese, witnessed to by a 
notary public that the Bishop said in his presence) that un¬ 
less a certain clergyman in the Diocese retracted the state¬ 
ment that the Virgin Birth was not a “historical fact” he 
would be brought to trial, in which case he would stand 
“about as much chance of acquittal as a snozuball in hell." 
It only shows to what theological excitement will lead a good 
man. Is it possible that a fair trial can be obtained in a court 
constituted by a Bishop who would say such a thing as that? 

Now, it may be that in this controversy and in every par¬ 
ticular of it. the Fundamentalist may be right and the Mod¬ 
ernist wrong, but in that case, the Modernist must be con¬ 
vinced by reason, by sound scholarship, and the Holy Scrip¬ 
tures, and not by any dogmatic fulmination issuing from 
Dallas, Texas. Attention has already been called to the fact 
that the Bishops call in the “best scholars” to bear witness 
to their interpretation of the creed, but they do not tell us 
who those “best scholars” are nor what has been the result of 
their study. Possibly they do not know. 

VI. Effects. ^ Now let us ask what is to be the result of 
this letter. 

1. I do not believe this man to whom I have alluded will 
be brought to trial. I doubt if anyone will be brought to 
trial. I think that already the protest that has come out 
from the church, not only from the laity, but from the clergy 
and from a number of bishops, will make it impossible to 
carrv the threats in this Pastoral into effect. 

2. But the dreadful thing is that anybody should be 
threatened. I wonder that the Fathers of the Church who 
come into contact with the poor clergy should not have 
asked themselves whether or not a threat was not likely to 
be a temptation to intellectual dishonesty. They know that 
many of the clergy are dependent upon the goodwill of their 
bishop not only for preferment but even for the support of 
their families. If, then, in the fulfillment of their ordina¬ 
tion vow they seek by the help of the best scholars to learn 
the truth about the Bible, haunted by the fear that the result 
may not be in accordance with the opinion or the Bishops, 
how can they fail to be tempted to that insincerity which 
manifests itself in suppressio veri. 

3. What can be the effect of this suspicion upon the work 
of the church? . . . 

There is such need, with the nations of the world in per¬ 
plexity: with anarchy undermining our social life following 
the Volstead Act; with men and women who ought to be the 
future teachers of the Church driven from the altar and 

{Continued on page 799) 
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The Centenary of the Observer 

The Early Days of the Observer 

BY RICHARD CARY MORSE 

[Richard Cary Morse ivas the assistant editor of 

Observer" from 1867 to 1869, from 1869 to 1915 he was 

the International Secretary of the Coimmttce of the Young 

Men’s Christian Associations, and since 1915 he has been 

Consulting General Secretary to that committee.] 

IT was a hundred years ago, in 1823, that the "New York 

Observer” began its life in this city as the first newspaper 

of its class in this State. It was in this year, 1823, that 

my father, whose name I bear, came here to establish such a 

paper, which was then a great novelty. He was a young 

clergyman, twenty-eight years of age, a graduate of Yale 

and Andover Theological Seminary, of which seminary his 

father, Rev. Dr. Jedidiah Morse, was one of tlie founders. 

My father came from the home of his father and older 

brother Sidney in New Haven. His errand grew out of the 

fact that seven years before this time, in 1816. at Boston his 

father and brother had founded and for a year conducted the 

"Boston Recorder,” now "The Congregationalist,” one of 

the first of that class of periodicals called "religious news¬ 

papers.” It was so successful that during 1816 as many as 

twenty newspapers in different parts of the country, by de¬ 

voting several columns each week to religious intelligence, 

attempted to become religious papers, while the "Boston 

Recorder” itself, later merged into ‘‘The Congregationalist,” 

like The Christian Work, continues until this day. 

But the effect on Sidney Morse of this first year’s experi¬ 

ence as an editor was, to use his own words, “an enthusiastic 

desire to carry out my plan of a ‘religious newspaper’ more 

perfectly and on a larger scale than was possible in Boston, 

and at a center where all the leading religious denomina¬ 

tions were evangelical and would give me a cordial and gen¬ 

erous support. Accordingly, I communicated the plan in a 

letter to my friend. Rev. Lyman Beecher, of Litchfield, Con¬ 

necticut. He was enthusiastic about the plan and assured 

me that all the leading clergy and laymen of his acquaint¬ 

ance would zealously aid me in the execution of it. Circum¬ 

stances prevented immediate action on my part.” 

These “circumstances” included a growing absorption in 

the geographical and other enterprises of his father, with 

which his brother Richard, however, was fortunately less 

absorbed and preoccupied. For the latter felt a deeper and 

more enthusiastic interest in reproducing and enlarging the 

interdenominational “religious newspaper” enterprise of his 

father and older brother. Accordingly, with the consent of 

^^both of them, he left them early in 1823 and went to New 

YorlT City to embark upon the proposed undertaking. His 

honored father had many friends among the clergy and laity 

of the various denominations. They received him cordially. 

In response to his urgent initiative, his brother in New 

Haven prepared a prospectus, and with varied material from 

him and others the first numbers of the paper were issued 

under the name of “The New York Observer.” 

Sidney Morse slowly yielded to the importunity in both 

word and deed of Richard and finally removed his residence ' 

from New Haven to New York earlier than he had thought 

it possible to separate himself from other obligations. Thus 

his essential leadership at the place of publication was se¬ 

cured. My father was released to equally needed laborious 

effort in increasing the circulation of the new paper. Since 

the success of "The Recorder” in Boston in 1816. eveiy prior 

attempt to establish a religious paper in the State of New 

York had failed. But “The Observer” was so edited and 

its circulation so vigorously promoted by the sons of Dr. 

Morse that under their management, for a considerable 

period, it became the most widely circulated religious news¬ 

paper in the land. Soon the number of subscribers was two 

or three times as large as that of "The Recorder,” which 

continued to be the leading religiohs newspaper in New 

England, and both papers during the generation following 

the death of Dr. Morse, in 1826, were conducted on the basis, 

and in the promotion of that interdenominational, evangeli¬ 

cal fellowship—also manifested in the growth of the Bible 

and Tract Societies. Dr. Morse was equally identified with 

the origin of both of these societies. This broad Christian 

fellowship it was the lifelong industrious endeavor of the 

founders of "The Observer” to foster and extend. Many 

years after they were both strongly identified also with suc¬ 

cessful efforts to establish the Evangelical Alliance, formed 

in 1846. 

“The Observer” was founded when the news of the day was 

carried to the public in weekly papers. The founders, for 

some years, published such a paper, carrying a religious 

tract and religious intelligence in every issue. Chancellor 

Kent at this time said: “When I have read ‘The Observer’ 

I have no need of any other newspaper.” With the advent 

of the penny press and the modern daily paper a change to 

a daily was favored by one of the founders of “The Ob¬ 

server”—so he once told me. In that event, the paper in 

due time and in accord with its original design would have 

become a member of the New York Associated Press. 

It continued, however, a weekly religious periodical and 

in due time was joined by its younger representatives of the 

religious and denominational press, until it was merged in 

The Christian Work, with its broad interdenoiyiinational 

constituency. 

“The Observei” During the Seventies 

BY REV. FRANKLIN B. DWIGHT 

[Dr. Franklin B. Diuight has been intimately related to 

both the Presbytery of Nctu York and The Christian Work 

for a period of fifty years. In the old days his contributions 

frequently appeared in "The Observer" and in "The Ezan- 

gclisf," and when they n'crc combined with The Chki.stian 

Work he transferred his allegiance to that paper. During 

all these years he has been on most friendly terms with all 

the editors.] 

“The Observer’’ is one hundred years old. Certainly it 

has had a most honorable career, and the paper as well as 



from the ministry because they cannot ac¬ 
cept the clogmaric statements in the way in 
which the Fundamentalists would interpret 
them. I would that the Bishops had found 

■some word of comfort to say to theii 
brethren of the clergy who would gladly 
serve God in their day and generation, and 

not suggest that we were dishonest men. 
I venture to suggest that in years to come 

some historian of the Church will turn over 

the yellowed leaves of this forgotten Pas¬ 
toral and ask himself, "What was it all j 
about?” It cannot be a comforting thought 
to the sixty-five bishop tfo reflect that his 
conclusion may be thih this Pastoral was 
conceived in panic and brought forth in 

haste. _ 



CHURCHMEN'S UNION 
CRITICIZES BISHOPS 

Or. Worcester Heads a Protest 

Against the Recent Pas¬ 

toral Letter. 

VIRGIN BIRTH IS AN ISSUE 

Protesting Clergy and Laymen Say 

Injustice Is Done Those Who 

Can’t Believe In It. 

Speotal to The New York Times. 
BOSTON, Dec. 13.—The Rev. Dr. El- 

Wood Worcester, rector of the fashion¬ 
able Emanuel Episcopal Church and 
founder of the so-called "Emanuel 
Wovemenf "(healing by prayer), heads 
the protest Issued today by the Execu¬ 
tive Coirimllteo of the Modern Church¬ 
men’s Union, an organization of clergy 
and laymen, of which Dr. Worcester Is 
President, against the recent pastoral 
letter of the House of Bishops of the 
Episcopal Church. 

The protest takes the ground that the 
pastoral letter has no canonical author¬ 
ity, because the House of Bishops was 
not authorized to Issue such a letter at 
its special meeting, that meeting having 
been called for the sole pui-pose of act¬ 

ing on the reslgnatidn of certain 

Bishops. 
After the protest had been drafted 

with great care It was submitted for 
criticism, revision and confirmation at 

a larger meeting. A ropy of the state¬ 
ment, setting forth the views relative 
to the pastoral letter, was sent out to¬ 
day to every member of the Modern 

Churchmen s Unlpn In this country. 
After voicing the protest against the 

action of the House bf Bishops the 

statement proceeds: 
"In loyalty to the doctrine, discipline 

en.l worship of this Church, we affirm: 
•' (1) I’liat In view of the recogni¬ 

tion by these Bishops that belief in 
God. in the sense of entire surrender 
to Him, is far more Importuut to uod anvl 
his Churcli than the declaration that we 
believe certain facts, we regret tnat at 
this time, when great Issues are con¬ 
fronting the World, the letter should bo 
chiefly concerned with ilenying inem- 
ber.shlp in our Church to those vvho are 
unable to affirm a belief in ‘erta n 
clauses in the creed taJiun a» liteiul 
atateirients of /act. ^^ ^ 

IncSSln 7e^s Christ. But dis^ree- 
ment among the best scholars of tli^ day 
as to the source and rellabiUty of tin. 
evidence for the virgin birth Is well 
known: tlie recognition 
New Testament scholars that beUef In 
the virgin birth was not a part m the 
belief of the Church in the first genera¬ 
tion is growing; and leading^conserva¬ 
tive theologians have recently stated 
that belief In the virgin blrtli is not 
essential to belief In the Incarnation, j 
In hl.s ordination vow everfr clergyman 

fitit- Phurcli engages to teach nothing i 
rl necefsfli V t- snlvltlon hut that which i 
he If. persi'a<-x may be 
proved by 11 ^ r.cripture. jJ,’: 
\<Tgent traditions are contained m the 
csimnlcal looks of the New Tegt^ient 
It is Incumbent upon the believer to 
accept that tradition which.appears to 
him to have the greater weight of evi¬ 
dence We are therefore conv Inced 
that the Bishops have done a. grievous 
fF.lustloe to the loyalty and honesty of 
those clergy and laity who are unable 
to affirm a belief ip the virgin birth. 

"(G) That we can see no reoson foi 
allowing a non-literal interpretation of 
certain clauses in the Creed, such aa 
‘He descended into Hell and .Ny as¬ 
cended Into Heaven’ and the rcsuncc- 
tion of the body.' while denying the 
right to such intorpretatipn In the clause 
concerning the virgin birth, 
scholorshfp of the day has abundantly 
shown that to the writers of the New 
Testament and In the mind of the .eail.y 
Church all the.se were e<ruany literal 
statements of fact. We venUire to be¬ 
lieve that most members of the Churen, 
Including most of the Bishops, are un¬ 
able to affirm a literal belief in one or 
more of the facts stated In these clauses, 
and ■‘we protest against the denial of a 
elmllar liberty In the case of the other 
clauses. 

"(4) That we recognize that honesty 
Jn the use of language—to say what we 
mean and mean, what we say—Is not 
least important with regard to reUgiom 
language nnd esneclolly In our approach 
to Almighty God.’ Th- necessary proc- 
e.ss of lntPrj'ret.'>tion in the use of 
ancient form.*? nnd e.opecially of anclmt 
statements of bell' f. such as to the 
Apostles' nnd N'cen*' Greeds, Is ohvloiislv 
fraught wllh d'fflculty and sec.ms to an 
Increasing number clearly to ‘expo.se us 
to the suspicion and the danger of dts? 
honesty and unreality.' We cannot ho 
permanently satisfied with such a situa¬ 
tion, and vve therefore feci that tho time 
has come for our Ghurch to consider 
seriously both the place of the creeds in 
public worslilp and the adoption in the 
office of baptism of a simpler statement 
of faith as a condition of membership 
In the Church." ^ 

Among tho.se associated with Dr. Wor¬ 
cester in the preparation of the pro¬ 
test are Dr. Samuel McComb. Dr. Fred¬ 
erick Palmer, Dr. John W. Suter. Pro¬ 
fessor Norman B. N-ash and Professor 
Charles M. Addison, all of the Episcopal 
Theological School at Gambridge: the 
Rev. (jarrol Perry, of Ipswich. Mass.: 
the Rev. Fllemon F. Sturge.s of Provi¬ 
dence, the Rev. Henry Sherrill, rector 
of Trinity Church, Bo.ston; the Rev. 
Percy C. Kammcrer of Pittsburgh. Dr. 
Stuart L. Tyson of New York, Dr. Alex¬ 
ander G. Cummings of Poughkeepsie, 
N. y., Dr. Carl Crammer of Phlladel- 
?hla. Dr. Matthew P. Bowio of New 

ork. Bishop Edward E. Parsons of 
California and Dr. Jeffrey Brackett of 
Boston. 

The pastoral letter has caused a de¬ 
cided stir in local Eplacopal circles of 
the so-called Low Church school. 



LIBEEALISM, MODERNISM AND TRADITION 

By Rev. O. C. Quick, M.A. Longmau's^re^ anJ^Com 
pauy, New York, $2.50. / L 

Tlie Canon of Newcastle in these Bishop PaddocK lectures 
for 1922 begins by describing Liberal Protestantism, Catholic 
and Evolutionary Modernism and Traditionalism and then 
turns “to essay that much more presumptuous and difficult 
task of determining ... in what consists ... the 
really permanent element in the Christian revelation which 
ought to be recognized as the one basis for every structure 

of Christian theology. 
Here he makes two assumptions: “(i) That the Gospel ac¬ 

cording to St. Mark and the passages common to Matthew 
and Luke present on the whole an authentic account of our 
Lord’s life and teaching; (2) that in the Acts and Epistles 
we have on the whole a true picture of the beliefs and prac¬ 
tises of the first and, in part, of the second generation of 

Christians.” 
On this basis he comes to the conclusion “that the primary 

datum of Christianity is not just the life of Jesus taken by 

itself, nor the mere genesis of a new religious idea embodied 
in a society, but essentially the effect of the historic life of 
Jesus on the life of the Christian communit.v, which effect is 
inseparable from the continued life and Spiritual presence 

of Jesus himself as the Church’s head.” And further that 
the doctrine of the two natures of Christ as defined at Chal- 

c4don “is just a form or mould for Christology. Up to a 

point it is a permanent and necessary form.” 
Canon Quick believes that the critical work on the docu¬ 

ments of the Bible is complete in the main issues and de¬ 
clares : “The historical problem of the Bible must give way 

to the doctrinal problem of the creeds as the qenter of grav¬ 

ity in Christian thought.” 
“Origin and tradition must make their full contributions to 

the whole no less than the latest discoveries of the contem¬ 
porary mind. And having taken our stand on this funda¬ 

mental Catholicism we can then admit also the principle of 
Protestantism as a subordinate element which we are bound 

to preserve.” A little later Canon Quick describes the basis 
on which this union is possible: “The union of Catholicism 

and Protestantism can only be found in the religion of the 
Resurrection through the Cross, and that again is the re¬ 

ligion of Him who died on Calvary and rose again to give 

His Spirit to His Church. We must be loyal to the sacra¬ 
mental gospel of the resurrection. There is not, nor ever 

can be, any other hope for mankind. 
Within its limits which are very clearly stated (“neither 

to restate or state any Christology, but to define the empirical 

data of Christianity from which all Christologies should 
start”), the book performs a genuine service in the present 

crisis of the Church. 
Canon Quick is just and fair in his appraisals. The sketch 

of Liberal Protestantism with which he begins is a valuable 
appreciation both of its limitations and its great services to 

the cause of modern Christianity. 



! MODERNISTS Mlu. 
TO PLAN PLATFORM 

Hold Secret 3-Hour Session, 

First of Series to Draw 

Up Principles. 

WILL KEEP UP STRUGGLE 

Must Express Their Objects Fear¬ 

lessly at Every Opportunity, 

X1. 
I.oaaiiig Modernists in Qle Pro^e/tant 

Episcopal Church made plans to carry 
on th* church war at a three-hour meet¬ 
ing yesterday morning in the Union 
Ueaguc Club, Fifth Avenue and Thirty- 
ninth Street. The greatest secrecy was 
preserved in regard to the session, and 
the only declaration of what took place 
was embodied in a subsequent statement 
issued Jointly on behalf of those present. 

The nioeling was called by Dr. Alex¬ 
ander G. Cummins, rector of Christ 
Church, Poughkeepsie, and editor of The 
Chronicle, the Modernist organ of the 
Episcopal Church. Dr. Stuart li. Tyson. 
Vice President of the Modernist Church- 
men’o Unibn, and Guy Emery Shipley, 
editor' of The Churchman, also were 
present. Both Dr. Cummins- and Dt. 
Tyson refused to discuss the delibera- 
Uons, and said those who had attended 
the meeting would stand on the state¬ 
ment they had issued. 

It was learned, however, that yester¬ 
day's meeting was the first of a series 
at which the Modernist • platform will 

be elaborated and a specific declaration 
of the principles of the Modernists will 

be laid down. 
Those present went on recoid as re¬ 

gretting that a conflict had been foi'ced 
on tlic-m and said they regarded it as a 
mistake ihat tiie controversy between 
the Modernists and Fundamentalists 
should centre upon such questions as the 
virgin birth and bodily resurrection of 
Christ, which one of the committee 
cliaracterized as "mere incidents" in the 
main issue. The conviction also was 
recorded "ihal all concer/ied should 
fearlessly and constriictivciy express the 
liberal views for which Modernism 
stand.?." 

lloaton Citse Di»t'U8i<eil. 

Throiigii Dr. Cummins, who u* led as 
spokesman and leader, the following 

sla'eiuenl was issued: 
"There was lield today an mfoinial 

meeiJna of a group of Now York Mod- 
ernisls at ihe L’nion L-eagU'- Club for a 

liaJ uf-thc~rrc—^ ttraittl8r= 
lion. Satisfaction was expressed at Dte 
apparent unwillingness to Iry^llusv Rev. 

Lei! W. Heaton of the Diocese of DafiVs, 
s. for heresy. There was. however, 

a feeling that the condition of suspended 
sentence is unjust and that nothing but 

complete vindication can be lakao as 
evidence of fairness. 

"I'hero was a general agreement that 
Modonilsts. in every way that oppor¬ 
tunity cars be afforded, should express, 

fearlessly and constructively, the libefal 
objects for which Modernism stands. 
They feel that the public should know 

two things: ' 
"1. That tliey regret that a conflict 

has hern forced upon them, because it 
called into question liberties that have 
long been enjoyed. They feel that they 
have been unnecessarily forced to tire v 

defensive. 
"2. They regard it as a mistake Uiat 

eontrovxrsy should centre upon such 
questions as the virgin birth and the 

bodily resurrection, which arc mere de¬ 
tails and do not prope(f-ly set forth their 

ideal. They contend that their pur¬ 
pose is the pursuit of truth. 

"They agree witlt the great scholar 
Erasmus, who said: 'By identifying the 
new learning with heresy, you make 
orthodoxy synonymous with ignorance.’ 
Th>-y believe in co-velating with religion 
the results of new knowledge from what¬ 
ever source derived. 

"Modernists believe that they are spir¬ 
itually obligated to make tlieir general 
purposes belter understood by the public 
at large. In this connection they feel a 
debt of gratitude to the pres.s, which 
has bci-n a sympathetic vehicle in bring¬ 
ing about this belter understanding 
among people tliroughout the country, 
who, heretofore, seemed to have been 
uninformed as to the principles of liberal 
thojght." 

Futtiiig ModerniBia to Test. 

Another of those present yesterday, 

who refused to permit his name to be 
used, said: 

"This Is the laimching of a serious 
movement to modernize the Episcopal 

Church. Hitherto It has been talk, talk, 
talk. Now. we are out for action. The 
movement has great support from with¬ 

in the Church. Just how great that 
support is we cannot yet tell, but it will 

be soon put to the test. We must have 

a Church that retonclles religion and 
science. Tlic Chureli needs Modernism, 
and. iModernlsin cannot be suppressed. 
Once «'ur luovemem i.-i urgunized and 
put under way. I fed confident that it 
will triumph. ■ 

It was learned yesterday that the com- 
mltleo of the New York Presbytery, 
which was appointed to Inquire into the 
charges of unorthortoxy made bv the 
I'hiliidclphia Prcrbytviy at the Presby¬ 
terian Gviiernl Assembly in Indianapolis 
last .\hiy iiguliist Dr. Harrv Emerson 
Kosdick. preacher at the First Presby- 

(jjenan I'Jnnch. will its report next 
Olonday. Accoiding l-> Ur. Harlan G- 
^tendflml!. st.atcd i-lerk of the New 
I York Piesbj liTj-. the report will not 
Icmly declare thiu Dr.. Fosdlek'.a preavh- 
B)£ Is in complete harmony witli the 
Boclrines of lliu Presbyterian Ch" 
T>ut It will declare Uu;re was v 
slon for censoring him and P’ 
for the work he has accom'' 
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A Statement by the Board of Managers of the American 

Baptist Foreign Mission Society 

[In (he World of To-day columns in our issues of Novem¬ 
ber 24, 1923, and January 12, 1924, -we have given an account 
of the charges which the Baptist Fundamentalist League has 
brought against some of the missionaries and secretaries of 
the Baptist Foreign Mission Society. The following state¬ 
ment of the Foreign Mission Society indicates how much of 
these charges zvere based on misunderstanding of what xvas 
zuritfen—the result of jumping at conclusions before the evi¬ 
dence zcas knozi'n. The next time critics make charges 
against the missionaries they should be sure that they have 
their evidence zvell in hand.] 

TO THE NORTHERN BAPTISTS: 
Dear Brothers and Sisters: As your Board desires 
to take you into its confidence with reference to every¬ 

thing which becomes a matter of denominational interest, it 
seems wise to us to state our view of certain allegations re¬ 
cently made in “The Fundamentalist,” edited by Dr. John 
Roach Straton, and repeated by him in part in “The Watch¬ 
man-Examiner” of November 5, 1923. 

I. With regard to the demand of Dr. Straton and certain 
other brethren that they be given access to our confidential 
files. 

Many, on hearing of this, naturally inquire, Why not yield 
to the demand, if you have nothing to conceal? We will tell 
you why. 

First, this correspondence with the missionaries, with the 
exception of that intended for publication, has for many 
years been regarded as confidential both by the missionaries 
and by the Board. We have felt that we were morally bound 
as a matter of honor sacredly to keep faith with our mission¬ 
aries with reference to these letters. It may be added that, 
so far as we have heard from them, our missionaries with a 
single exception take our view of the confidential nature of 
this correspondence. 

Second, neither we nor any other set of men can conduct 
the affairs of our Society except on the basis of confidential 
correspondence. Many of our stations and some of our fields 
are unvisited by our secretaries or agents for years at a time 
on account of the prohibitive expense. We cannot know 
what is going on in West China, the Upper Congo or remote 
Assam or in any other field except by the freest, most per¬ 
sonal and most intimate correspondence. We must know 
more than the events which occur and the statistics of the 
mission: we must know the t^ioughts, the feelings of the 
missionaries, their hopes and fears, their difficulties and per¬ 
plexities, their relations to the government, to other boards 
and to each other, if we are to have any real understanding 
of situations. But we cannot have such information if the 
correspondence may be inspected at any time by any self- 
constituted committee and published to the world, as it was 
in the case, without our consent and that of the missionaries 
involved: in fact, without even asking that consent. When 
the missionaries understand that what they write is for the 
public eye and may be broadcasted through the country, their 
letters will become formal, impersonal and restrained. They 

may still tell us the good news, but not the bad news, which 
it is equally important that the secretaries and the Board 
should know. It is hard enough now to administer a great 
work thousands of miles away. Without confidential corre¬ 
spondence it would be impossible. 

We recognize, of course, that if we refused the demand to 
inspect our files we would lay your Board open to the sus¬ 
picion that we refused because we had something to conceal, 
and we saw clearly that that suspicion would do a good deal 
of liarm in certain quarters to your work for Christ and the 
salvation of men in foreign lands. What were we to do? 
We had to choose, and we chose to follow the course dictated 
by honor and faithfulness to the highest efficiency. We 
chose in these difficult circumstances to do what seemed to 
us the will of God, and to endure the suspicion which we 
knew would arise in many minds and would be diligently 
fostered by a few. In taking this course we felt that, like all 
those who chose to do right in spite of dangers, we could 
trust God, whose cause it is, and our brethren. It was they 
who had entrusted us with this great responsibility and we 
believed that this incident, when fully understood, would not 
impair the confidence in us which they had manifested when 
they chose us to administer their great foreign work. 

Of course, these files do not belong to your Board, nor do 
they belong to any self-constituted committee, nor to any in¬ 
dividual Baptist. They do belong to the denomination, func¬ 
tioning through the American Baptist Foreign Mission So¬ 
ciety, and it can make any p'roper disposition of them it 
pleases. Between the sessions of the Society at the Northern 
Baptist Convention your Board has been appointed custodian 
of these files, which for years have been regarded as confi¬ 
dential. We have no mandate from the denomination to 
change this custom and so we have no right to do it. In¬ 
deed, we see compelling reasons why this custom should not 
be changed. 

Nevertheless, we looked about for some way in which we 
could satisfy all reasonable doubts In the minds of any of 
our friends. It was finally suggested that a small'committee 
of the Board should read all the pertinent matter in our files 
and should read to the Board that part of it which they con¬ 
sidered of any importance. The suggestion was adopted, 
the committee appointed and the work has been done, and 
done as thoroughly and faithfully as it could be done. The 
committee consisted of Mr. Henry Bond, Mr. William T. 
Sheppard, Dr. M. J. Twomey, Dr. Carter Helm Jones, and 
Dr. Frederick E. Taylor. Dr. Joshua Gravett, a vice presi¬ 
dent of the Society, was requested to act with them. Two 
members of this committee have been presidents of the North¬ 
ern Baptist Convention, two served on the committee ap¬ 
pointed in Buffalo in 1920 to investigate our Baptist schools, 
and three were on the program of the Fundamentalist Pre- 
Convention Conference in Atlantic City as speakers. If the 
denomination cannot trust such a committee, no committee 
can be appointed whom they will trust. 

This committee reported to the Board December 18 that 
they had spent days and nights on their task, that they had 
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read all tbe available letters in our files relevant to the in¬ 

quiry, including all the letters references to which were in 

the hands of the Executive Committee of the Fundamentalist 

League of Greater New York and Vicinity, whose chairman 

is Dr. John Roach Straton, and all other letters put into 

their hands from other sources; and besides this they re¬ 

ported that they had searched the files independently of any 

suggestion. They brought all this correspondence to the 

Board and actually put it on the table. Then at the request 

of the Board they read to us all the letters which they con¬ 

sidered of any interest or importance in the matter. Ihe 

reading, interspersed with' the freest questioning and discus¬ 

sion, consumed one whole session and part of another. 

After the reading was concluded it was the unanimous de¬ 

cision of the special committee above enumerated and the 

Board that the correspondence, when read in its context and 

with a knowledge of the attendant circumstances, did not 

justify such attacks upon our missionaries and secretaries. 

It is true that in the letters of a few missionaries there are a 

few phrases and sentences that we felt we could not approve, 

but nothing was disclosed that in our opinion could not be 

met by correspondence and counsel. Apart from such sen¬ 

tences, the reading of these confidential letters disclosed an 

evangelical spirit, a devotion to the service of the Kingdom 

and a faith in Jesus Christ as the divine Lord and Saviour 

that confirmed the confidence which the Board Had in its mis¬ 

sionaries and secretaries. In conclusion, the Board once 

again declared its purpose to send out only such missionaries 

as are entirely evangelical in their faith and spirit. 

2. We shall now take up the most important of the state¬ 

ments made in “The Fundamentalist” against our missionaries 

and our secretaries. We have not space for them all. It 

takes only a sentence to create a suspicion. The answer, in 

the nature of the case, can rarely'be so easy or so brief. 

Shanghai Baptist College and Seminary has been the chief 

object of criticism, although the references in “The Funda¬ 

mentalist” to the one institution are so scattered and so 

phrased that it would appear that there were at least four 

colleges involve'3. The first reference is to Shanghai College 

by name. Later it is “one of our large Baptist colleges in 

the Orient.” In still another column it is “one of our large 

colleges in China.” To one not acquainted with the facts it 

might appear that we have a number of colleges in the Orient, 

and that “The Fundamentalist” is criticizing several of our 

institutions, whereas there is unfortunately only one Baptist 

school of college grade in all China. Though probably un¬ 

intentionally, an entirely false impression was thus produced. 

The criticism of Shanghai Baptist College (not several dif¬ 

ferent schools) is based, first, on the ground that “a mission¬ 

ary of the Baptist Foreign Mission Society from China” had 

said three years ago that certain doctrines were not being 

taught at Shanghai. The young man to whom reference is 

made was never a regular missionary of the Society, and was 

merely employed to teach English for a short term in one of 

our schools in a section remote from Shanghai. He is not 

now connected in any way with the Society and was not at 

the time of the conversation cited. He had no connection 

whatever with Shanghai College at any time and he has 

never had any first-hand knowledge of what was being taught 

there. Upon being questioned, he frankly admitted that he 

was expressing merely his opinion. “The Fundamentalist” 

itself refers to the official statement made by the president of 

Shanghai Baptist College to the trustees more than two years 

ago that these very doctrines were being taught in the insti¬ 

tution. Still it prefers to accept and publish as “evidence” 

the opinion of a young man who had no personal knowledge 

of v.'hat is taught at the college rather than the official deliv¬ 

erance made by the president himself to the trustees of the 

school, composed of members of the Foreign Mission Board 

of the Southern Baptist Convention and the Board of Mana¬ 

gers of the American Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 

The whole denomination is aware of the extraordinary 

evangelistic siTirit which prevails at Shanghai College and of 

the large number of conversions year by year. Although 

barely more than one-fifth of the students entering the pre¬ 

paratory department in 1922 were Christians, the percentage 

of Christians, class by class, steadily increased until, in the 

large senior group (thirty-one), every member had accepted 

Christ as his Lord and Saviour. Some of the most trusted 

religious leaders in .\merica. after visiting Shanghai Col¬ 

lege, have testified to the character and spirit of the institu¬ 

tion. Rev. W. 0. Carver, D.D., Professor of Missions in the 

Southern Baptist Theological Seminary, visited the college 

in the spring of 1923, when he wrote as follows in "Home 

and Foreign Fields,” the official missionary organ of the 

Southern Baptist Convention: 

It is developing splendidly. It is not without its 
problems. What growing institution could lack them? 
But God is so manifestly in the enterprise; its spirit is so 
loi'al, its evangelistic tone so true, its contribution to 
China so important and its value to the whole cause of 
Kingdom growth in China so great that President White 
and his large faculty can confidently lay all their prob¬ 
lems before the Lord and the brotherhood. Wisdom and 
support will be given. Already the school is equal to the 
test and is prepared to grow to meet advancing need and 
opportunity. It is no easier in China than in America 
to command respect and honor for scholarship and sound 
learning, and at the same time to deserve all confidence 
as an exponent of His gospel. Nor are suspicious cen¬ 
sors any more lacking or any less useful in one land than 
in the other. But God works while knowledge grows 
from more to more. 

The article in “The Fundamentalist” makes much of a 

letter written to the Board three years ago by a missionary 

in West China, who voluntarily expressed his desire to ten¬ 

der his resignation upon returning for his furlough, due the 

following summer. This missionary gave four reasons for 

his decision, but attention is called to the fourth only, which 

he stated as follows: 

I feel that I must be free to express convictions as to 
theological reconstruction and social reform which would 
be sure to give offense to many mission supporters and 
workers. I Relieve that so long as a man draws his sal¬ 
ary from an orthodox mission society he is morally 
bound to conform in his teaching to the general point of 
view represented by the society. Such conformity means 
constant restraint for me and I cannot continue it for the 

rest of my life. 

In “The Fundamentalist” it is stated that his letter “was 

treated with indifference and there was a feeling on the part of 

representatives of the Board that this man should remain in 

the work, it being the right of every Baptist to interpret 

truths for himself.” 'One of the secretaries did express the 

opinion that it would be impossible for any one to draft a 

theological statement which would be acceptable to every one, 

and expressed the wish that it were possible to have a heart- 

to-heart talk before the missionary finally made up his mind 

that he must sever connection with our Society, but the secre¬ 

tary also wrote: “Of course, the Foreign Mission Society 

expects all who are connected with it to give Jesus Christ 

His rightful place and to proclaim an evangelical Christian 

message.” One would think from reading “The Fundamen¬ 

talist” that the matter “was treated with indifference.” and 

that nothing was done about it. The fact is that a member 

of the Board, visiting the missionary in West China just pre¬ 

vious to his departure for home, after a heart-to-heart talk 



with him, agreed that with such views the Board would con¬ 

sider that he should not continue in the service of the Society. 

This was the position taken by the Board and the staff and 

his resignation was therefore accepted on his return. 

“The Fundamentalist” states that in 1922 there were sixty 

missionaries in our East China Mission, only six of whom 

were set apart for evangelistic work. This statement is alto¬ 

gether misleading. In the total which is given (sixty) both 

men and women are included, but the criticism omits the 

wives when it tells of the number engaged in evangelistic 

work. There is an evangelistic missionary family in every 

one of our stations in East China, with the exception of 

Kinhwa, which is being turned over as rapidly as possible to 

the Chinese; there are two evangelistic families at one sta¬ 

tion ; more than in any other section of China, the responsi¬ 

bility for the oversight of the evangelistic work is being 

turned over to graduates of Shanghai Baptist College and 

Seminary in harmony with our policy of increased emphasis 

on native leadership; in this mission where larger emphasis 

has been placed on educational work than on any of our other 

fields in China, the evangelistic results in our schools and 

hospitals have been most striking. There is an evangelistic 

spirit in every phase of the work in the East China Mission, 

and teachers and medical missionaries regard themselves as 

evangelists as truly as if they were classified as such. And 

so they are, as results show. 

A most surprising reference is made to a letter which had 

come from a missionary in China stating that the ordinance 

of the Lord’s Supper had not been observed in any of the 

churches on his field for a long time; that few of the churches 

had a ihidweek prayer meeting; that the preachers were do¬ 

ing no pastoral work, and so on. It is not stated that the man 

who was so distressed at conditions which he had discovered 

on his field to which he had just been transferred was one of 

the very men against whom suspicions were raised by Mr. and 

Mrs. Laraway, backed by “The Fundamentalist.” The sad 

state of affairs on this field was not due in the least to mod¬ 

ernistic views on the part of his predecessor, for he was and 

still is regarded as a very conservative man, who would re¬ 

sent the implications of the statement published in “The Fun¬ 

damentalist.” Nor was it due to his conservative views, but 

entirely to other conditions having nothing to do with the¬ 

ology. By no stretch of the imagination could one attribute 

it to modernistic teachings. Obviously, the letter was mis¬ 

used. 

The readers of “The Fundamentalist” are told of a com¬ 

mittee meeting a few months ago at the headquarters of the 

Foreign Mission Society, when a story was told of a conser¬ 

vative brother from America visiting Baptist work in one of 

the countries of Europe, who put his arm around one of the 

Baptist leaders in that country and said: “You are one of 

us; you are of like precious faith.” It is declared that one 

■of the members of the committee exclaimed when he heard 

this, “Like precious faith indeed! If he knew the real condi¬ 

tions he would fall dead.” 

This was not a meeting of any committee of the Foreign 

Mission Society; it was a committee compo.sed of representa¬ 

tives of various organizations to promote attendance at the 

meeting of the Baptist World Alliance, and the remark 

■quoted was made by a member of the committee who had no 

connection whatever with our Society. The main point, how¬ 

ever, is that theological views were not under discussion at 

all. It was the question of the relation of a group of beloved 

Baptists in Europe to other evangelical bodies. 

There was read in our presence the doctrinal statement of 

one of our missionaries which “The Fundamentalist” said 

■would not be acceptable to “some of our Fundaemntalist lead¬ 

ers.” That statement is a noble and inspiring document which 

indicates, among other things, the missionary's belief in Jesus 

Christ as the Son of God. “miraculously born of a virgin,” 

and “miraculously risen from the dead.” It indicates his be¬ 

lief in the future life and his acceptance of the Bible as au¬ 

thority on Christ’s deity. Probably the unacceptable part of 

it was the man’s frank avowal of his belief in evolution as a 

process employed by God in creation, a view held by some of 

the most highly honored Baptists in America, North and 
South. 

The word “stultifying” is found in a letter from one of 

the missionaries, but a reading of the whole letter would 

convince anyone that it does not involve the missionary’s per¬ 

sonal belief. He was writing regarding a proposed change 

in the by-laws of an institution which would have specified 

the doctrines which men must hold in order to serve in that 

school. What this missionary, as a personal opinion, con¬ 

sidered “stultifying” was not the funadmental doctrines of 

Christianity, but the incorporation of what was practically a 

creedal test in the by-laws of an institution. He gladly states 

that such doctrines are held and taught in the school with 

which he is connected. Indeed, immediately after using the 

word “stultifying” the missionary adds in the same para¬ 

graph, “Of course, I am not myself in favor of having regu¬ 

lar professors or members of the administrative staff' who 

are not members of Baptist churches.” He recognizes, how¬ 

ever, that it might some time be impossible to secure in China 

a member of a Baptist church thoroughly qualified to teach 

a special subject for instance, a branch of the Chinese 

classics), as is sometimes true in our denominational schools 

in America. 

3. In the October-November number of “The Fundamen¬ 

talist.” Dr. Straton says with reference to Baptist work in 

France: 

Our fatihful French Baptists have been betrayed by 
the responsible leaders of our Foreign Mission Society, 
and that in the interest of modernism and the destruc¬ 
tive tendencies that are seeking to undermine the very 
foundations of our glorious faith. . , . They even 
go to the extent of penalizing faithful Baptists who still 
believe in the integrity and authority of the Bible and 
the divine Christ which it. enshrines. 

The representatives of the Foreign Mission Society have 

done no such thing as is stated by Dr. Straton. Fortunately, 

there are at least five American Baptists who were present 

at the conference in Paris in July, 1920, at which there was 

a fresh outbreak of the old personal feud which has long ex¬ 

isted among the Baptists of France. Their testimony does 

not support Dr. Straton in his contention. 

Daring the World War the two French Baptist groups, 

which had so long opposed" each other, seemed to be drawn 

closer together, and soon after the Armistice was signed 

Rev. A. Blocher, whose letter is published in “The Funda¬ 

mentalist” in support of Dr, Straton’s position, took the lead¬ 

ing part in bringing all French-speaking Baptists in France, 

Belgium and Switzerland into what is known as the French- 

speaking Baptist Union. All the churches which entered the 

Union had the same confession of faith, and it was believed 

that personal differences had been so largely overcome that a 

federation of forces would prove possible. 

In July, 1920. four representatives of the American Bap¬ 

tist Foreign Mission Society (President Emory W. Hunt. 

Dr. Charles A. Brooi<s, Rev. Oliva Brouillette and Secretary 

J. H. Franklin. Dr. Jacob Heinrichs also being present) met 

with the Union and presented plans which were left for the 

consideration of French-speaking Baptists meeting alone. 

When they met by themselves the old spirit of dissension re¬ 

appeared. At a later session of the same meeting of the 
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Union the representatives of the Society were present and 

were told that sharp words had passed between some of the 

delegates. The divisive question seemed to be whether, in 

the proposed theological school, the Book of Jonah should be 

considered allegory or history. There was also a difference 

of opinion regarding the future life. Representatives of the 

Society begged the French brethren not to separate over ques¬ 

tions on which many Baptists disagree. Pastor Blocher 

thereupon severed his connection with the Union, for whose 

organization he more than anyone else was responsible, and 

into which he had welcomed the two men whose views were 

well known to him and who have since been pointed out as 

the outstanding “modernists” or “liberals.” 

Thi.s, in brief, is the story of the meeting in 1920, when 

Dr. Straton says that it was insisted that ‘'modernism” and 

‘‘the new theology” should be admitted into the proposed 

school. One of the two men, who for years have been 

pointed out by Pastor Blocher and Pastor Dubarry as the 

outstanding “modernists” or “liberals,” was the pastor of 

an entirely self-supporting church which never has had an 

appropriation from our Society, and who, in 1920, declared 

his belief as follows: 

About Jesus Christ, I teach that He is God manifest in 
the flesh, that in Him dwelleth all the fulness of the 
Godhead bodily. I believe in His virgin birth. His atone¬ 
ment for our sins. His bodily resurrection, His ascension. 

Now, the Foreign Mission Society is charged with sup¬ 

porting “modernism,” when neither of the two men who were 

pointed out as the chief offenders among the Baptists of 

France has for many years received a dollar of support from 

our Society, and both of them believe that our course in 

France has been unfair to them. 

The Foreign Mission Society is criticized further by Dr. 

Straton for penalizing faithful Baptists in France and with 

summarily cutting off support from them “because of the 

stand which they took* for conscience's sake.” The fact is. 

these "faithful Baptists" mithdrew from us. The Foreign 

Mission Society did not cut them off. Indeed, most of the 

churches which withdrew from the Union are able with 

effort to meet their own expenses, and several of them are 

located in strong Protestant communities. We made every 

reasonable effort to persuade these few churches to remain 

in co-operation with the Foreign Mission Society, going so 

far as to offer to recognize the autonomy of the association 

with which the “dissenters” were connected, and requesting 

them to send representatives to confer with the Executive 

Committee of the French-speaking Baptist Union to deter¬ 

mine what proportion of funds given by us for use in France 

should be designated to them. This they flatly refused to do 

early in November, 1922. and notified us that the only ques¬ 

tion to be settled was as to the amount of money which we 

\\*iul(i grant them for what they called “liquidation.” Mean¬ 

while these “faithful Baptists” were seeking support from 

other sources, but we continued appropriations to them until 

the end of the year 1922. Had Dr. Straton told all the facts 

he would .have reported that the American Baptist Foreign 

Mission Society is still making appropriations to Baptist 

ministers in France who have no connection with the Union, 

and neither he nor anyone else can produce a scmtilla of czd- 

dcitce to substantiate the criticism that the Foreign Mission 

Society has cut off support from men in France or elsezuhere 

because of their conscj-vative theological viezvs. 

In recent years the Foreign Mission Society has encoun¬ 

tered more difiiculties in the administration of the work in 

France than in all other European fields combined. Now a 

painstaking committee has been created by the French- 

speaking Baptist Union which is taking itSf task seriously 

and- is attempting to meet the desire of our Society that its 

appropriation to France be lessened by ten per cent, every 

year. The Union is entitled to our support, and the Foreign 

Mission Society believes its constituency should discourage 

all efforts to destroy the Union which French Baptists formed 
for themselves. 

We have wearied your patience by our attempts to answer 

charges based on half or quarter truths and some on mere 

mistaken surmises. We have omitted only those which, after 

investigation, did not seem to us to justify a detailed discus¬ 

sion in such a statement as this. From these examples yoiv 

may judge all that is being said against our missionaries and’ 
our staff. 

We cannot close without again pointing out the injustice 

and cruelty of the method of anonymous, general and vague 

denunciation and the refusal of any of those who make the 

allegations to put them in writing over their own names with 

the specific evidence and transmit them to our Board. They 

seem to prefer trial by newspaper. They seem entirely reck¬ 

less of the consequences to the life-work of hundreds of con¬ 

secrated missionaries. 

We have done what seemed right and wise to us under 

difficult circumstances, and now can only leave the results in 

the hands of God and the brethren. We do so with confi¬ 

dence. 

By order of the Board of Managers. 

Frederick L. Anderson, Chairman. 

William B. Lipphard, Recording Secretary^ 

New York, December 18, 1923. 

They Love Darkness Becaose— 

Our advice to all members of the Christian Church is- 

to keep out of oathbound organizations whose aim is 

to curb the alleged evil influences of any nation, race, re¬ 

ligion or occupation. There are many forms of evil to be 

combated, and the fighting out to be done in the open. No 

matter how good may be the intention of a man who belongs- 

to such an organization, he has chosen a mistaken method. 

Christians are sons of the day, and they should do all their 

work in the light. It is rogues who work in darkness, and a 

Christian should avoid the methods of rogues. He should' 

keep clear of every appearance of evil. If he joins with- 

others to work under cover of the darkness against any 

group of his fellow citizens, he is sure to be misunderstood, 

and may find himself held responsible for actions of his or¬ 

ganization which he himself does not approve of. There are 

many mischief making Jews in the United States, and they 

do things and say things which ought to be condemned. But 

it is both stupid and unchristian to work in secret against 

the Jewish race because of the reprehensible conduct of a 

few individual Jews, 

According to Professor Carl Murchison of Clark College, 

who has just completed a three years comprehensive survey 

of college men in .A.merican prisons, education does not de¬ 

crease the tendency toward crime. The college educated 

men turn criminals in the same proportion as do their less 

learned brothers. More lawyers are in American prisons than 

college men of other professions. Dr. Murchison found that 

the college educated criminal is generally middle-aged and 

serving his first term. He does not often repeat his error. 



erroi .smisi^ne. "ms not a bo^T of exact origins, not a 

book oi $v.»ence. If you wish to know how the world began, 

ask the astronomer. If you wish to know how life began, 

ask the biologist. If you wish to know what is the probable 

history of man, ask the anthropologist. You cannot find this 

in the Bible. It does not pretend to be a book of science. It 

pretends merely to be a story of the spiritual deposits of a 

people and the material has come from many sources and 

through many centuries. 

It is "very easy to embarrass the Fundamentalist who be¬ 

lieves in a Bible in which every word must be taken as literal 

truth. How can he explain two accounts of creation in the 

Book of Genesis differing in their statement? Will he take 

the story of the tower of Babel as a satisfactory account of 

the beginning of languages ? What will he do with Joshua 

commanding the sun^to stand still in the interest of a local 

fight? The astronomer will say the sun has always stood 

still—much to the confusion of Joshua if he were to come to 

earth again. 

The Book of Genesis is a compilation of previously exist¬ 

ing documents, and the whole Bible is a collection from many 

hands; but the one essential theme of the Bible is religion. 

It is not science. 

Now the Fundamentalist resents subjecting the Bible to 

this form of scientific study. He tells us we must not go be¬ 

hind the written word or examine into it critically with any 

•‘ther purpose than to obey it literally. He puts the Bible in 

d class entirely by itself. The scientific modernist mind, 

which observes growth and development to be the great uni¬ 

versal words, declares that he must examine the Bible after 

his manner in the interest of truth and knowledge and actu¬ 

ated by that spirit. I contend that he is more reverent and 

respectful towards the God of all things than is the Funda¬ 

mentalist, who seeks to make God justify blindness, stupidity 

or ignorance. 

The Modernist does not feel that God will be disgraced by 

active. We can trace the contest of these two classes of 
thought through history. 

Jesus was the Modernist of his day. He broke the laws in 

order that the new light and learning of larger laws might 

come into the life of man. He said, “It stands written,,.but I 

say—He went to the cross for his teaching. Paul was a 

Modernist in his time. He was not accepted by the other 

apostles. He was never ordained by them, but by laymen. 

Yet he is Christianity’s greatest missionary. He founded 

the churches which were first the Congregational, then the 

Presbyterian, and afterwards became Episcopal. 

Who is not moved by emotion over the picture of Gali¬ 

leo with his pathetic thirty-inch telescope forced to kneel 

before the rigors of the Inquisition for saying the earth' 

moved round the sun? There is no more dramatic picture 

of scientific humility and grandeur in the world than Pasteur 

with his test tubes on the mountains of France and in the 

sub-cellars of Paris seeking to establish his theory of bac¬ 

teria, studying the silkworm, resistign the heresy of sponta¬ 

neous generation while working on ferments, saving the silk v 

industry from bankruptcy and the sheep folds from anthrax; 

opposed every moment of his matchless scientific and relig¬ 

ious devotion by the bitter and contemptuous behavior of the 

whole French Academy of Science, and then, sitting up 

through the long hours of the night to save through the life 

of a little boy, the human race forever, from the dreaded dis¬ 

ease of hydrophobia. 

I would as soon put the statue of Pasteur in any cathe¬ 

dral or church as any saint that ever lived. But Pasteur was- 

a Modernist, and the Academy of Medicine was fundamen¬ 

talist. 

What would be the physical condition of the world to-day 

if by some law we were under necessity of being treated by 

medieval medicine, unable to take advantage of the infinite 

advance that scientific therapeutics is making every year?' 

Will you let the Fundamentalist command you to do in medi- 



The Gist of Modernism 

By Rev. Karl Reiland, D.D. 

Rector of St. George’s'Protestant Episcopal Church, New York 

[D;-. Reiland is the icorthy successor of Dr. IVtUiam S. 

Rainsford, the great rector of the broad-minded Episcopal 

Parish on Sfuyvesant Square, Nciv York.1 

HAT is a fundamentalist? \Yhat is a modernist? 

And what is each trying to do? 

In order to make this matter clear to the lay mind 

it is necessary to point out that the three great religious 

communions have their respective infallibles. The Roman 

Catholic Church stands for the infallibility of the Pope, the 

Greek Church regards the decisions of the Councils as in¬ 

fallible, and the Protestant branches regard the Bible as in¬ 

fallible. ■ 
By “infallible Bibb’’ it is meant that the Old and New 

Testament constitute a special revelation from God. What 

they contain is His message to man. From cover to cover 

this book must be taken as His authoritative word, without 

error or mistake. Whatever it has to say is truth complete 

and final. 
This is the Fundamentalist’s way of looking at the Bible, 

because, he says, God’s word deals with fundamental things— 

the origin of the world, of life in the world, of man’s fall, 

redemption, salvation. 

During many centuries, but especially within the last hun¬ 

dred years, our knowledge of the.nature and constitution of 

things has very greatly changed and enlarged. Scientists 

with a telescope have scanned the heavens and tell us wonder¬ 

ful things about our own solar system and the distant stars. 

They point to the sun as a planet in the making; to the earth 

as a planet that is made; to our own friendly moon as a 

planet that is dead. The astronomer^ says worlds have 

evolved through millions of years, and that growth and de¬ 

velopment are the words to describe yths^preguress of the 

heavenly bodies. 

Similarly, the geologist, with his science of the earth. The 

geologist cuts down a hill, or examines the Grand Canyon, or 

studies the strata of the rocks and mountains, or the bed of 

a stream, and finds that the earth has layers; that through 

the age-long life of this planet it has been through a molten 

condition and a hardening condition. He reveals the action 

of fire and water and shows how the earth has caught in its 

growth tell-tale features of life in successive ages. He reads 

its history written In the earth, in its depth and on its su.*- ^ 

face as the man in the street would read his book or maga¬ 

zine. 

There is the biologist, the man who studies life. Aristotle, 

the great ancient scholar, studied the different forms of life 

in a state of what we call arrest, just as they were when he 

found them. The modern scientist studies them in action 

Just as the astronomer and the geologist found growth, so 

di the biologist’s studies reveal growth. Through hundreds 

of thousands of years up from simple forms in the slime of 

the sea to complex and widely distributed forms as we have 
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The Christian Faith Under Modern Searchlights 
By W. H. Johnson. Fleming H. Rcvcll Company. 

A summary of the positions held by the various schools 
of theology. 

The Virgin Birth 
By Frederick C. Palmer. The Macmillan Company. 

Showing how one may hold the doctrine of the Incarna¬ 
tion even if he does not accept the Virgin Birth of 
Christ. 

Papers by the Theological Seventeen 
A series of essays read by members of a clerical club in 

Columbus. Ohio, to each other. Attempts at theologi¬ 
cal reconstruction. Modernist in tendency. 

The Natural Theology of Evolution 
By J. N. Shearman. E. P. Dutton and Company. 

A scholarlv discussion of tlie theistic implications of 
evolution. 

Christianity According to Dr. Fosdick 
By S. G. Craig. Published by The Author, St. Davids, Pa. 

The author finds but little left of real Christianity 
when one takes Dr. Fosdick’s point of view. 

An Adventure in Orthodoxy 
By Joseph M. Gray. The Abingdon Press. 

An irenic book by one holding the progressive attitude 
toward religion, but who tries to meet the tendency 
of some of his comrades to disregard those changes 
which the discipline of time has confirmed and with¬ 
out which CoiTservatism and Radicalism alike can be 
but words in the air. The mediating spirit at its best. 

Religion in the Thought of To-day ' 
By Carl S. Patton. The Macmillan Company. 

A popular exposition of the conclusions of modern Bib¬ 
lical study with a chapter on Evolution and Chris¬ 
tianity. 

Christianity and Progress 
By Harry Emerson Fosdick. Fleming H. Rcvell Com¬ 

pany. 
Deals with the issues involved in making the past glide 

into the future without loss of the old faith. 

Inspiration 
By Nolan R. Best. Fleming H. Revcll Company. 

A study of divine influence and authority in the Holy 
Scriptures. Well balanced and leaning toward the 
modern view of inspiration. 

In His Image 
By William Jennings Bryan. Fleming H. Revell Com¬ 

pany. 
The famous book in which Mr. Bryan attacks Darwin¬ 

ism, the newer views of the Bible and the whole mod¬ 
ern outlook upon religion. 

The Gospel in the Ten Commandments 
By J. C. Massee, D.D. Fleming H. Revell Company. 

A volume of Dr. Massee’s sermons. As conservative as 
anything could be. 

The Practical Basis of Christian Belief 
By Percy Gardner. Charles Scribner’s Sons. 

An essay in reconstruction by a liberal but reverent 
scholar. 
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them to-day life has come. By patient study and long hours 

of work, in spite of little help and much opposition, the biolo¬ 

gist is able to prove that all animal and plant life must be 

studied as a process of growth. 

What was the effect of all this upon the Protestant mind 

and the bearing of it upon an inerrant Bible? 

It is true to say that all these revelations caused a great 

deal of confusion to the religious, and still cause that confu¬ 

sion. Among patient students there is no anxiety, but among 

those who have never given themselves the thrilling experi¬ 

ence of reading the amazing story of science there is confu¬ 

sion, and for this reason among others; 

To say that life has grown from simple forms through 

millions of years is to take exception to the simple story of 

the beginning of things in the Book of Genesis. The story 

of creation in the Book of Genesis is called “special” crea¬ 

tion, as opposed to evolution, “gradual” creation. 

The scientist does not banish God when he removes his 

thought from the story in the Book of Genesis back through 

the ages to the beginning of the growth which he certainly 

sees. He can say, as the literalist says, ‘Tn the beginning, 

God.” And he does say it with quite as much reverence and 

quite as much faith. He is not embarrassed when he finds 

in the Bible poetry, battle hymns, temple songs, scraps of his¬ 

tory, teachings of God and of man’s spirit, mixed with 

stories of heroes and patriots, the preaching of prophets and 

the reign of kings. He looks at the literature of the Bible in 

exactly the same way as he looks at the story of the stars or 

the story of the earth, and finds “growth." 

The Bible, again, is a collection of many and dissimilar 

books. It is not a complete, special revelation, free from 

discovery. The Fundamentalist appears to feel that He will! 

be, and his suspicion might uncharitably be construed to be 

suspicion of his God. 

Evolution says man has not fallen from a state of inno¬ 

cence, nor is he now engaged in an ignominious scramble 

back to some place from which he has tumbled down; but that 

he is on the way up to the place that God has marked out for 

him; that man’s “fall” is an upward fall; that death is not 

the penalty for sin, but a natural process in the scheme of 

things. And because this does violence to the literal story of 

Genesis, upon which the whole scheme of fundamentalist re¬ 

ligion is based, there is confifct with scientific thought and 

evolution. 

Evolution is not a “theory.” It is the most stupendous 

fact in human consciousness. Those who refer to it as a 

theory are not informed. When we come to the method of 

evolution we may talk of theory, but we cannot use the word! 

theory in reference to evolution itself. The subject has 

passed beyond that stage. 

The Fundamentalist says the Scripture is by revelation of 

God; that that revelation is complete and closed. He quotes 

a text from the New Testament, “The faith once for all de¬ 

livered to the Saints.” He does not see the contradiction 

which exists in this by his taking advantage of the results 

of modern knowledge in every department of life except re¬ 

ligion. He will not apply to religious studies the methods- 

used by scientific men, although the scientific attitude is the 

humblest attitude in the world. 

Fundamentalism is an attitude of mind. It is fixity as- 

against flexibility, old tradition against new truth, literal¬ 

isms against liberalism,_ a static point of view rather tha*' »n 
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cin«-what he insists upon doing in religion and refuse to let 

medicine save your children, as we know now they can be 

saved from tuberculosis, pneumonia, typhoid, diphtheria? 

Can we not use the same intellectual honesty in approach¬ 

ing matters of religion that we to-day use in approaching 

matters of medicine? 

Darwin was a Modernist, opposed by the orthodox Funda¬ 

mentalist. And they also are Fundamentalists who insist on 

literal adherence to specialized third century expressions of 

doctrine. 

^ '^Fundamentalism, therefore, is an attitude of mind. The 

Modernist who is in accord with the scientific attitude in its 

search for knowledge asks one thing, and one thing only— 

the right to search for the truth of things as they are, be¬ 

lieving that there are new truth and new light awaiting those 

who seek them. He desires \vhen he finds this truth to make 

use of it, applying the new lessons of his learning to the 

present and the future tasks of men. That is all he asks. 

That is what he demands. 

The Fundamentalist wishes to accept literally the blue laws 

in the single category of religion, but he is just as quick as 

any of the rest of us to accept modernism in all its implica¬ 

tions and advantages when it brings convenience and com¬ 

fort in domestic life or health and happiness in the physical 

being. 

What is now a tragic situation confronts us among the 

youth of this generation. 

•There are many clergymen in small parishes working per¬ 

haps under narrow-minded bishops or assistant clergymen 

under fundamentalist rectors who dare not think or speak 

their minds. Promotion is something we all seek; recogni¬ 

tion something we really need. It can be denied these clergy¬ 

men of the church on the basis of their belief in the new 

learning. There is tragedy in the lives of many of the clergy 

on account of this form of priestly Prussianism which would 

hold them' to the letter of tradition. 

I have had clergymen tell me that they reverenced truth; 

that they would love to teach it and show the people the lib¬ 

erties that knowledge brings to ignorance, but that they dare 

- not to do it, that their wives beg them in the interest of the per¬ 

manency of their homes and salaries and future outlook to 

keep out of trouble and to refrain from using the assured 

results of modern knowledge. This puts a premium on stu¬ 

pidity, falsehood and ignorance. It is one of the most vicious 

things that can afflict us, especially when the question of the 

spiritual life, the highest of all life, is the need of a whole 

distracted world. 

For nearly ten years I have been speaking in colleges and 

universities as the result of insistent requests coming to me. 

In private interview and by mail I have had the confidence 

of students following my addresses at Harvard, Yale, Wil¬ 

liams, Cornell, Princeton, Vassar and Bryn Mawr. From 

what I have said it will be seen how disturbed their think¬ 

ing may become when, with the limited and archaic notions 

of religion met with in most of the preparatory schools, they 

for the first time come face to face with the amazing array 

of scientific facts in the universities. They have to distin¬ 

guish between the facts of learning and the fiction of the 

misguided “children of light,” and religion suffers in the 

impact, 

'Many of these young people do not know where to turn 

or to whom to look. Their Sunday preachers differ in their 

preachments. A few are able to help them. Some beckon 

them to fundamental orthodoxy; others accuse them of sex 

complexity. But they turn w’ith all their hearts and sympa¬ 

thy to any one who tries to give them that sort of help 

which reconciles the ' learning with the gospel of Jesus 

as it is in its simplicity unharmed by the tamperings of im¬ 

movable theologians. 

It often happens that when a student “in course” announces 

to his fellow students that he intends to enter the ministry his 

stock of common sense is regarded as having suffered a 

slump. I have sometimes asked students who sought my ad¬ 

vice with reference to their life occupation, why they did 

not to go into the ministry, and they loolced at me with that pa¬ 

thetic expression which at once betrays a reduced esimate 

of my intelligence. 

Why should this be so? I have no hesitancy in saying it 

is largely due to the fact that everything moves forward into 

free activity and frank recognition, except religion. In 

everything else there is instant reconstruction. The minute 

a great chemist finds something good the world has it and 

progresses, because in the field of science one is face to face 

■with modernism, and its spirit of truth, discovery and help. 

I believe it is true to say that, with rare exceptions, the 

very best men hesitate to enter the ministry. 

The Fundamentalist says to us, “Subscribe or get out.*' If 

we refuse to subscribe, we are dishonest; if we refuse to get 

out, we are contemptuous. We as Modernists do not ask 

anybody to get out; we courteously invite them to escape 

from the leash of their literalism. From our point of view 

their excessive literalism amounts to a perversion of God 

and of God’s truths, but we do not wish to destroy them, 

fthough we may be sometimes willing to disturb them to 

activity and arouse them from their condition of chronic 

complacency. 

There are numerous unsavory characters in the Roman 

Catholic Church. There are in every city groups of de¬ 

signing and unscrupulous men calling themselves Ro¬ 

man Catholics who must be watched and resisted and their 

schemes if possible frustrated. There are clergymen of the 

Roman Catholic hierarchy who are un-American in their 

thinking, and the Roman Catholic Church stands traditionally 

for various ideas and policies which ought to be opposed by 

all who desire the highest things for our country. But we 

should never fight the Roman Catholic Church in secret. 

We should never strike Roman Catholics in the dark. It is 

no reply to say that Romanists work in secret. If they do, 

that is wrong, and we cannot afford to match them by doing 

wrong ourselves. When both sides do wrong, then the situ¬ 

ation becomes increasingly dark and hopeless. No matter 

what Roman Catholics may do, Protestants should be above 

board. We should trust frankness and honorable dealing to 

the utmost. We should believe that truth is mighty and will 

prevail. We should never doubt that it is always best to do 

one’s fighting in the open, and that secret organizations 

against races or churches or classes are always mischievous 

and dangerous. 

The following is the first stanza of a hymn which the 

Winnipeg Labor Church occasionally sings to the tune of 

“The Bells of St. Mary’s;” 

The bells of the ages at sweet eventide, 

They call men and nations to come to your side. 

From hill unto valley, o’er land and o’er sea, 

Earth’s millions are waiting, O, Justice! for thee. 

CHORUS: 

The bells of the ages Ah, hear, they are calling; 

The new day, the true day, when men shall be free. 

New concepts are dawning; Old systems are falling; 

And Freedom’s bells must peal at last for you and me. 
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Recruiting for Full-Time Christian Service 

By Rev. Lee Viooman 

\_Rev. Lee Vrooman is a recent graduate of Hartford Setn~ 

inary. He has not only thought mnicli about the problems 

involved in recruiting for the ministry, but has had practical 

experience in recruiting. He loas active in the Christian 

Association and in other student organisations at college. At 

Hartford he helped organise a ministerial recruiting co’Ui- 

mittec, of zohich he zeas chairman. That committee held life 

work institutes on the campuses of a large number of Nezv 

England colleges. Mr. P'roojnan zoas also one of the organ¬ 

isers of the Association of Eastern Theological Seminary 

Students. Last fall, under Hartford’s leadership, the Asso¬ 

ciation held a conference on the ministry for the college men 

of Nezo England. Mr. Vrooman and his wife are to be in 

charge of the University of Maine project in Turkey, to be 

knozvn as Mainc-in-Turkey. They zoill probably initiate their 

zuork at Smyrna zoithin a year. He has already had experi¬ 

ence in the Near East, serving with the Near East Relief for 

a year and a half in 1919-1920.] 

Everyone acknowledges that the ministry needs re¬ 

cruits. There is a constant demand to-day for more 

caliber as well as for more numbers ^ the students in 

seminary. In order to meet this demand recent years have 

seen various denominations taking active' steps to secure 

their future leadership. Two new student movements work¬ 

ing for the same end have just been organized, one among 

college men and one among the theological seminary students 

of the East. The Y. M. C. A., too, is devoting more time 

and attention to making the possibilities of full-time Chris¬ 

tian service an issue in choosing a career. Yet when all is 

told, frankly, the waiting lists in our seminaries are not long 

and the men are not always the best material the colleges 

afford. Do we not need, then, to look at our methods of 

recruiting and see what is to be done? 

In a time of new activity like this there is a grave danger 

of misdirected effort. Much energy may be spent in unneces¬ 

sary or even harmful ways unless we think again of what 

we are trying to do. It would be well to put some questions 

to ourselves and answer them carefully. 

Why do we need to do anything at all? What is the make¬ 

up of the human material we are working with? From what 

do we want to turn them and to what? What are the chief 

difficulties we face and how should we meet them ? 

In answer to the first question I feel w'e owe a duty to 

every Christian boy to bring to his attention the capacity for 

service he has in the Christian ministry. Social pressure 

shows him his opportunities in many other professions, and 

we do him an injustice if we fail to bring him information 

about the work of the ministry. Then, if he decides to be a 

Christian lay leader he does so knowing all the facts. 

At present, perhaps, we have nearly enough men to 

man most of the positions of Christian leadership. But de¬ 

mands are made all the time in America upon the supply of 

ordained men, calling for larger and larger numbers. And 

especially the great need is to get men of a higher type. 

More than this, we need a surplus; there should be too many 

ministers. It would be a splendid thing if we had more men 

^ "ith a modern seminary training uaJeacItina^^ 

and taking up the duties of Christian lay leadership. But at 

present every seminary graduate, be he high grade or be he. 

mediocre, finds a vacant church waiting for him. So we 

feel we are more than justified in bringing the claims of the 

ministry to the young men of to-day. 

The college man is the crux of the problem. It is to the 

colleges'that we look, both for our secular leaders and for 

our church leaders. And it is the colleges that have been 

accused of dampening ministerial enthusiasm among their 

undergraduates. If we accept the proposition that only the 

best are good enough for the cause of Christ, that minis¬ 

terial standards should be raised in every way, then we will 

declare that the salient point in recruiting is in the colleges. 

So let us see how our questions apply to our university stu¬ 

dents. 

In the first place, it is necessary to know the kind of men 

we are dealing with, what the college man actually is like. 

I do not propose to say what he is. Each Christian leader 

must find out for himself by intimate contact with campQs 

life. There is no typical college boy, each one is different, 

having a distinct background. But let us also remember that 

social pressure is stronger on a campus than in any other 

part of society. The college boy generally 'follows the popu¬ 

lar leader. Furthermore, college students are about the same 

age and in the same general environment. 

One type of student naturally interests us—the person who 

entei's college resolved to prepare for a seminary. It is a 

well known fact that many boys come to college'planning on 

the ministry and then lose interest during their years of 

study. Boys who decide on the ministry in high school often 

change their minds during the four following years. One 

reason for this is that often little is done to keep up their 

enthusiasm till they are seniors. The student should be fol¬ 

lowed through all four years, especial care being taken of 

him in his freshman year. The first 3'ear is really the most 

vital to such men and apt to be the most neglected. Upper 

class men planning on the ministry should search out these 

freshmen candidates. 

In fact, a student movement to do this very thing has 

sprung up in Illinois and may grow till it becomes a student 

volunteer movement for home service. Also, the student 

movement among the theological students in the East may 

render effective assistance in that section by sending recent 

alumni back to their alma mater. The denominational secre¬ 

taries are, of course, bending every effort to their task. They 

overlap, it is true, and thus lose in efficiency, but in time 

may work out a program in co-operation with the Illinois 

movement. This latter, were it fostered, should grow into a 

great interdenominational recruiting agency, working with 

the denominational secretaries, aiding theological students in 

their plans, and correlating all work everywhere. 

Beside such work on the campus, a valuable way of keep¬ 

ing in touch with boys during their college careers is to use 

them summers in home mission work, social settlements, Y. 

M. C. A. camps, and the like. This keeps them in touch with 

Christian activities and gives them opportunity to show their 

fiber. Putting them into home mission work, both urban and 

^^iral, is of .special value for all cj^ncerned. This summer 



On the Creeds and Scholarship 

By a Group of New York Episcopal Clergymen 

[As the result of a series of informal discussions at the, 

Harvard Club, a group of prominent Neiv York Episcopal 

clergymen of various points of viezo have issued the follotv- 

ing statement on their attitude toward the historical study of 

Christianity. The group included such men as Dr. W. Rus¬ 

sell Bozoie, the new rector of Grace Church; Frank IV. 

Crowder, of St. James; Canon Jones, of the Cathedral of St. 

John the Divine, and Howard C. Robbins, dean of the Cathe¬ 

dral, men of progressive mhids and broad churchmen, but it 

included also such men as Selden P. Delaney, associate rector 

of St. Mary the Virgin, a church so ’‘high” that it refers to 

its communion service as mass; Dean Fosbroke of the Gen¬ 

eral Theological Seminary, zoho zoould call himself a liberal 

Catholic, and Dr. Caleb Stetson, the successor of Bishop 

Manning as rector of Trinity Church, and an extreme ‘‘high 

churchman” not unlike his predecessor. On the other side 

it included C. Malcolm Douglas of Short Hills, who has the 

reputation of being a thoroughgoing Modernist. The state¬ 

ment possesses interest because men of different points of 

view could unite in making it. In our World of To-day 

columns on page 358 we comment on what we consider a 

vital weakness in tV.] 

IN view of the distress of mind felt by many Christian peo¬ 

ple on account of the recent controversy, we, the under¬ 

signed presbyters of the Episcopal Church, representing 

diverse points of view, but rejoicing in the unity of our life 

in Christ, desire to affirm our loyal acceptance of the Chris¬ 

tian faith as set forth in the Nicene and Apostles’ Creeds. 

We hold that the Church has the same gospel to preach to 

the world that it has preached for nineteen hundred years. 

The essential facts upon which the Christian faith is based 

have stood the test of the centuries, and we are convinced 

that we may build our Christian experience upon them as 

upon a stable foundation. 

For this ver}' reason we are the more ready to recognize 

the right of scholars to the widest freedom of thought and 

inquiry in the field of biblical and theological research. In 

questions relating to the Articles of the Creeds we believe 

that such freedom will result in a deeper and more intelligent 

apprehension of their meaning. 

We urge that the Church should consider patiently every 

reverent and scholarly interpretation which falls short of 

actual and overt denial of the historical facts stated in the 

creeds; and while we do not advocate that scholars should 

preach such tentative opinions in our pulpits, we do feel 

that even this is a less grave evil than action to foreclose 

inquiry by invoking the methods of authority. 

We recognize that there are those among our laitv, as well 

as among people of good-will outside our communion, who 

desire to become communicants, but find difficulties in the 

way of subscribing to the creeds. They do not feel that they 

can honestly accept all the statements in the creeds until 

they have verified them by careful study and investigation. 

With the effort of all such people, especially young men and 

women in our colleges, to work out a reasonable faith for 

themselves we have the greatest sympathy. We believe that 

their place is in the church, where, sustained and nurtured 

by its faith and life and love, they will find that certainty in 

Christ which they are really seeking. 

It cannot be too strongly insisted that faith is not a mere 

act of the intellect. It must touch the heart and move the 

will if it is to be saving faith. The creed held coldly as a 

series of abstract propositions rigidly adhered to by the mind 

can never be of value in the life of the spirit. Its value de¬ 

pends upon the extent to which it is made the basis of our 

daily living and the ladder upon which we climb toward 

closer union with God. The creed must ever be translating 

itself into action and devotion. 

We hold with Dean Inge that ‘‘faith is an act of self- 

consecration in which the will, the intellect and the affec¬ 

tions all have their place. It is the resolve to live as if cer¬ 

tain things were true, in the confident assurance that they 

are true. The process of verification begins as soon as we 

have honestly set out to climb. We ourselves change, and 

the world changes to our sight. The landscape opens out 

more and more as we get further up the hill.” 

And now in conclusion, as we look back over this state¬ 

ment which we have wrought out together, we realize that 

those who read it may wonder how men who are known to 

disagree upon many interpretations of Christian truth could 

with any genuine meaning express such accord. Facing that 

question for ourselves, we are led to a deeper realization of 

that which has been to us the truest value in our whole mu¬ 

tual conference. We have come to understand more clearly 

and sympathetically the meaning of our several positions and 

the different interpretations we may give to some of the 

terms we have used. 

But we have been increasingly conscious also of this great 

fact, which we believe can be true for the Church at large, 

namely, that men whose minds do move and will move in 

different orbits of intellectual expression yet feel as between 

themselves the mighty central attraction of the same con¬ 

fessed power of God in Jesus Christ which binds us all in¬ 

vincibly together. 

The Congregationalists in the last decade have gained less 

than one-sixth in membership, and have increased the sal¬ 

aries of their ministers a little over one-half, while the value 

of their church property has grown over sixty per cent. 

They spend nine dollars a day on their home expenses, com¬ 

pared to five dollars a day ten years ago. Congregationalist 

benevolences came to nearly three million dollars last year, 

compared with less than a million and a quarter in 1912. 

But they spend six times as much on their own local churches 

as they do on benevolences. __ - 



Theology vs. Religion 

By Rev. Charles H. Parkhurst, D.D. 

[Dr. Parkhurst was the minister of the Madison Square 

Presbyterian Church from 1880 to 1918. No other minister 

has done as much to effect radical and effective ch,anges in 

the Criminal Code of Neiv York. While he was President 

of the Society for the Prevention of Crime his forceful de¬ 

nunciation of the alleged partnership between the police and 

the criminals led to the investigation of the Nezv York 

Police by the Legislature. This investigation resulted in it. 

complete overturn of the Nezv York Police Department and 

ih-e enactment of many radical changes in the New York 

Penal Code and in the Code of Criminal Procedure.] 

WE are justified in believing that the present disturbed 

condition of doctrinal thought is a promising symp¬ 

tom of spiritual life, and a necessary phase in the pro¬ 

gress of church history. Such progress will not accrue from 

abbreviation of creed. Gain is never made by mere process 

of elimination. In every department of life material of 

progress is the product of affirmation, not of negation. We 

grow by means of that which we assimilate. 

Religion is a matter of personal relation between the 

spirit of man and the Spirit of God. This relation cannot 

be achieved by any process of reasoning, for there is no syl¬ 

logism with sufficient content in the premises to yield us God 

in the conclusion; and “No man by searching can find out 

God.” Our possibility of knowing Him is due to our hav¬ 

ing been made constitutionally susceptible to the divine 

touch: for “The spirit of man is the candle of the Lord;” 

which is to say, that our spirit is so related to the Divine 

Spirit as to be enkindled by it. And any proofs cited in sup¬ 

port of the existence of a divine being lean back upon this 

intuition for guarantee. 

By God’s being represented to us as “Our Father” we are 

taught that our relation to Him is the ordinary filial relation 

translated into celesial terms and is therefore to be appre¬ 

hended emotionally rather than intellectually. Here, as in 

the great matters of life generally. “It is out of the heart 

that are the issues of life.” We cannot embrace God by our 

thought, but we can sense Him by our love. For love is the 

same in both worlds, and is the bridge by which we can span 

the infinite chasm. “God is love,” and through the medium 

of that love we can reach and experience Him. Love is in¬ 

cipient knowledge. That is so true that we do not know even 

our fellow-man except to the degree that we affectionately 

interpret him. A tender-hearted little blind girl being told 

that the Being she worshiped is called God, said, “I did not 

know His name, but I know Him.” The child is very close 

to the Kingdom for the reason that its affections have not 

yet become confused by its thinking. 

As between us and God, love.is. the initial means of inter¬ 

course. It is also that fluent element in which even the 

,rigidity of law becomes dissolved and obedience made easy, 

V fact acknowledged even by the dogmatic St. Paul. 

' 1 That we can come into actual personal touch with God is. 

secret questioning accounts for a great deal. Such ques¬ 

tioner is practically without God in the world. An unknown 

God is to all intents no God, even though, like the Athe¬ 

nians, we erect to Him a memorial stone. A conception, 

however, hopefully or despairingly we may cherish it, does 

not work upon us with the power of a reality. Thousands, 

not to say millions, enter the sanctuary without finding it 

divinely tenanted. They relish the preaching and are 

charmed with the music, but go away unbaptized. We used 

to call a church a “meeting housenot a place where at¬ 

tendants meet each other, but where they meet God. A relig¬ 

ion in which God is present only as a conception and not as 

a personal experience is powerless to bless the soul or to 

redeem our civilization. 

So far as the condition just noted is actual fact, the col¬ 

lective prayer of a congregation is a farce, equally so as the 

telling of one’s beads. For prayer, in order to be prayer, is 

the momentary experienced companionship of the human and 

the Divine Spirit. I say “momentary,” for sanctuary pray¬ 

ers are liable to be very much too long. We will assume 

that the minister prays, but I am led to believe that three- 

quarters of the congregation at most go no further than to 

listen to his prayer, which is quite a different thing from 

actually praying. 

Even the minister himself sometimes finds relief by the 

use of written or printed prayers, a device which, in some 

instances, is equivalent to sending his supplication, by mail, 

thereby easing the strain of immediate personal contact with 

God; all of which proceeds from the suppressed conviction 

that God is not immediately accessible—a sentiment as un- 

filial as for a boy who lives in his father’s house, to commu¬ 

nicate with his father through the postoffice. 

There was an old Christian whose life was so saintly that 

some of his friends were anxious to hear how he carried 

himself at his devotions. When he had passed into the next 

room and had closed the door and had knelt they “listened in” 

and heard him say, “Dear Father, it has.been with us to-day 

just as it always is. Amen.” Very solemn, very sweet; but 

very complete. 

There is one reason why the Occidental mind is less sub¬ 

ject to religious influence than the Oriental. The American 

believes easily in what he can see, handle, weigh and meas¬ 

ure. As to matters that are intangible he is constitutionally 

an infidel. He expresses it by saying of himself that he is 

practical. He readily appreciates a house on Fifth Avenue, 

but the mansions reputed to exist in the Heavenly do 

not appeal to him; and that not altogether because he is de¬ 

praved, but because there is no cord in his nature that 

vibrates at the touch of spiritual real estate. What he lacks 

in that respect the Oriental possesses. That is what was 

meant by a New York munificent supporter of foreign mis¬ 

sions when he said to me, “I hope our missionaries will bring 

back as much religion from India as they carry from here 

to India.” 

- -Most of the world’s Bibles are an nrodiirt. There 



From letter of Hev. s. H. Chester, Montreat, K.C,, May 26, 1924 
to Dr. Brown. 

"I sent a commimication to our Assembly about the 

Conference and appointment of delegatee, etc. Haven't heard yet 

(hope I'll hear tomorrow) what action was taken, but feel sure 

it was sympathetic. The "Assyrian" of the H. Kiangsu mission 

came down on our Assembly in force. 4 of them were commissioners 

and there were two outsiders besides. But they met a Waterloo. 

The Assembly adopted our committee Report substantially as i 

drew it (you and Dr. soott have a copy) unanimously, it also 

refused to adopt any 1,8,3,4 etc. extra confessional statement to be 

signed by all officials, teachers, etc. I am awaiting with much 

interest the report of your Assembly, I am sorry they turned 

Dr. Erdman down, but it was by a narrow margin, and i hope that 

meant that nothing extreme and drastic could be put over." 
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Studies in Modernism and in the History of Religion 
Disputatious Matters Discussed From Various Points of View 

U’HAT in MVDERSISMf Bp Leiffh- 
inn Parks, D, D. loO pp. Nrw 
York: Charles Scribivei-'s Sons. ?!. 

THM ETHICAL TEACHING OF 
, JESX’S. By Ernest F. Scott, l>. 1). 

12H pp. Ncio York: The Macmillan 
Company. Sl.SO 

THE HOLY SPIRIT AND THE 
CHVRCH. By Charles Gore, D. D. 
.IRij pp. New York; Charles Scrib¬ 
ner's Sons. $2.25 

THE WORLD'S LIVING RELIGIONS. 
Bp Robert Ernest Rump, Ph. D. 
20S pp. New York: Charles Scrib~ 
ncr's SftTijf. $1.75. The degn’ee to which hooks upon 

relisious subjects have usurped 

apace on the Spring book lists 

has iieen remarked upon be¬ 

fore; and every week the num¬ 

ber is increased. ’• Whether this 

revival of interest in matters re¬ 

ligious portends a religious revival, 

as many believe, it would be impos¬ 

sible to say; but, on the whole, the 

evidence is rather the other way. 

Investigation of religious back- 

ground.s and foundations, clarificsi- 

tion of the statements of belief, 

.seems to be the keynote of most of 

the pre.sent output. There is not¬ 

ably lacking any such appeal to the 

emotions as would indicate a re¬ 

ligious revival in the making. 

Whether a quickening of faith, a 

fresh and keener interest in the re¬ 

lation of man to fjod. may not re¬ 

sult, is another question. Rut that 

is not to use “revival” in its usually 

accepted sense, ll is conspicuou-s 

ihat the new books generally make 

frt- no plea for blind piety; they 

-her to wheedle nor to coerce 

yed worshiper. Rather the 

7. The appeal is to the rea- 

powers of the individual; 

‘ek for that 1n Christianity 

will convince the practical 

i the hope of winning his con- 

_ J Rut it is not precisely a cun- 

to eilhier.the logic or the staLCr. 

"'Christian doctrine so much 

as it an acceptance of that do'c- 

trine something necessary to liv¬ 

ing W'ith this .statement, which l.s 

at once dogmatic and vague, the 

reviewer will take up the volume.s 

which are befoi-e him. using them to 

clear up the ambiguities. 

Two books in particular will he 

rr.?idp tlie basi.s of the discussion, 

which, converse^’, i.s a review of the 

books. If the present article seem.s 

to be more in the nature of a re¬ 

ligious di.^cussion than a review in 

the usual sense, it i.s because the 

book.s in question force that kind of 

an appi-oaeh, for books, it might be 

observed in passing, control a re¬ 

view. not the reNiewer. The two 

hnok.s are by American clergymen, 

both, of cour.se, of the Protestant 

('liurch, for the Roman Ohurch has 

not as yet found iUself troubled by 

the so-called modernist movement. 

I'r. Reighton Park.s, rector of St. 

Bartholomew's Church in this city. 

hriiig'N the now ever-pre.sent word 

into his title, calling his little vol¬ 

ume “What Is Modernism?” And 

Dr. Ernest F. Scott, 1’rofe.s.sor of 

.Vew Testament Criticism In the 

I'nion Theological Seminary of New 
York, i.s no less concerned with Ihe 
general question of Ihe dav. al¬ 
though his title is “The Ethical 

Teaching of J<«u.s.” Both of these 

book.s are directed at the man who 
wi.she.s to read as he runs—especially 

if he be running away from dhurch. 
I>r. Charles Core, foiTierly Bishop 

of Oxford, a book more than 
double the .size of either of the fore¬ 

going, discusses "The Holy Sjiirit 

and the C'hurch.” The fourth book 
j.s unrelated to the other three, but 

is none the less valuable for that 

rea.soti. In its way, which is a-s a 
handbook of reference, it Ls us neefes- 

>viry ;i piece of work as has been 

• (lone in ;i long rime. The author is 
l>r. Jtoberl Ernest Hume. Professor 

^bf the History of Iteligions, Union 
'rheological Seminary, who, under 

Lthe title "'i'he World'.s Living Reli¬ 
gions,” gives u digest of the several 

more than one writer. “Mnderni.sm.” 

says the rector of St. B»irtholomew's, 

"is as old as religion itself,” and it 

is only those who are not familiar 

with the liistory of i-eligious thought 

who consider it new. Moreover, the 

impetus to doubt which has fo.stered 

the present recrude-scence Dr. Parks 

finds not to have sprung from within 

'the Church, but to have come from 

an entirely extraneous source, name¬ 

ly, “the gi'eat tidal wave following 

the earthquake of the war.” But 

tidal waves, from whatever seismic 

disturbance, can wreak a world of 

destruction. How, then, is the dev¬ 

astating force of modernism to be 

stayed? Not by fiat, certainly, for 

government by decree is not possible 

in a commundon itself founded iu, if 

not on, di.ssent, and which ha.s never 

sought to advance infallibility. Dr. 

I’arks, therefore, issues uo ukase; 

his i.s a mission of reconciliation, and 

of reconciliation through intellectual 

appeal. 

a. s to the reality of the appearance, 
'fhese appearances are judged, not 
b. v the reason of the "Free Think¬ 
er.” but by the faith of a disciple, 
a disciple who is convinced that the 
full per.sonality of .lesus was ex¬ 
alted to the presence of God, and 
that through that exaltation power 
was given to enter into communion 
with the soul that was seeking 
Him. 

And HS to the virgiSt birth, 

The early Church could express 
its faith in no other way. It was 
obliged to .say that He (Jesus) was 
horn of a virgin, liccanse other¬ 
wise men would have felt that 
something less than \he glory of 
human life was attributed to Him. 

That the Homan Church should 

h.ave carried this to its logical con¬ 

clusion in affirming the Immaculate 

Conception of St. Anne, the mother 

of Mary',”^^e rector of St* Bar- 

tholomew’.s believes to have been in¬ 

evitable. He does not answer, since 
he does not rai.se, »he question 

pi'incipal religions of the world whicl/^rhe two supreme “miracles' 

iduim adherent.s. 

minimize the challenge of 

iiKidcrnism; hut lie docs say that 

^tbe* iiiodcrnirrt movement i.s, u.s.sen- 

(uilly. nothing new—u point which, 
in. t.jojKally. has been emphasized by 

To dlgi‘es.s for a moment, Matthew lydjtf'h occurs to one merely intrigued 

Arnold, some forty y6ars ago. found toe logic; and that is. How can 

this same modernist problem con-i the^octrine of the Immaculate Con¬ 

fronting religion, and confronting if! [fiction .stop with St. .\ime? 
with even a greater show of foro^ ^ The reviewer digressed from Dr. 

perhaps, than Dr. I’ark.s finds it to¬ 

day. The do<Jtrine of evolution, it 
will be i“f-called, had been recently 

formulated, and the fir.st shook n( 

the new theory of creation had 

shaken the Churches to their foun¬ 
dations. ‘I'liere was not a creed that 

was not trembling in the balance. 

Arnold was convinced. Rut in spite 

of this he saw still a chance for re¬ 
ligion to jsurvive. .And the force 

which would enable religion to sur¬ 
vive was. in the opinion of Arnold, 
the poetry which is uncon.sciously a 

part of poetry. "The strongest part 

of our religion today.” .said Matthevy 
.Arnold, “is its unconscious poetry.' 

And this, if the reviewer under.stands 
i.,eighton I’lvrkvS, is essenti.ally the 

ground on wdiich the" .American 

churchman asks the consent of the 
modernist (o continue in the faith. 

of 
iChristianity are the re.surrection and 

kc uji fir.st Ihe littUt treatise ^hc virgin birth. the modernist 
Dr. I’arks. in. I’nrks doe.s not neny both ii_s matters of material 

fact.” say.s Dr. I’arks in effect, "and 
both will still remain true in ttheir 
uneon.scious poetic reality.” 

Doubt as to the "liodily resuiTec- 
tidii” does not- l*-Jid to skepticism 

Protestant Protestantism—and Dr. 

Parks believes that there ai-e cogent 

arguments to prove that he will not 

be siitisfied lh(?n. Yet not even the 

most radical "conie-outer” wishes to 

throw over the ethics of Christianity, 

.and to him Dr. Scott’s very clarify¬ 

ing little book, “The Ethical Teach¬ 

ing of Jesus,” cannot fail to appeal. 

I’rofessor Scott’s volume is frankly 

historical in its aim. 

Historical perspective (he write.s) 
is too often forgotten in the 
anxiety to state the ideas of Jesus 
in modern terms. • * • x have 
tried in this book to approach the 
subject with an open mind and 
with the one aim of discovering, 
on the ground of critical and his¬ 
torical study, what Jesus actually 
taught. • » • The original Gos¬ 
pel gave place within fifty yeara to 
a type of religion which was more 
Greek or Oriental than Jewish; 
this, in turn, was superseded by 

the ritualism of the medieval 
Church, and this (among the 

A Lithograph 

by 

Honore Daumier. 

Parks to Matthew Arnold in the hope 

of making the attitude of the former 
clear. Dr. Parks doe.s not speak of 

the poetry of Christian doctrine; his 

term is "Intellectual Integrity”— 
which is more formidable phrasing. 

But-the outcome is the same. 

.\s long as the Creed is supposed 

to be a catalogu^of "facts” all 
that is requlred"is intellectual 

assent, which means • (says Dr. 
^’arks) that the mind of the mod- 
' ern man must return to the intel¬ 

lectual conditions of the early 
Church. Rut if tha Creed means 
to express faith • • • then the 

Church today may, with a clear 

conscience, repeat the noble lan¬ 
guage whicii it has inherited, to 
te-stify that it holds that truth of 
God to whic.b the ancient Church 
bore witness. 

Whether this .solution of Dr. 

Paries's will prove wholly satisfac¬ 
tory to the Modernists one cannot 

say; surely to the ultra-modernists 

it will seem very like begging the 
quejition altogether. 

’H?i-iiioderrri:'MV of bourse, there ttan 

lie no reccjncillation. He will be 

satisfied only with a still more 

Protestants) by the varying phase.s 

of Protestantism. 

It is not necessary—as it would not 

be possible—to .give within the com- 
p&ss of a review a complete .summary 

ofDr. Scott's historical study. That 
ttflW \9 hb ohe today better qualified 
t pursue such a study goes without 

s ying. But the reviewer wishes to 

{ ill attention to the stylo of Ihe^ 
{ jthor. and to one very important 

j atenieat in the author’s conclu- 
s on. For orderliness of arrangement 

; nd simplicity of .statement “The 

ithioal Teaching of Jesus” would be 
ard to match. In “What is Mod- 

niism?” Dr. Parks attains a clear- 
ess and a directness that are to be 

ommended: per.sons unused to theo- 
)gical discusfdon can read and un- 

erstand the'rector of St. Bartholo 

lew’s. But not even Dr, Parks has 
Achieved that perfect combination of 

clarity and movement which Is the 

test of expository composition. Few 
authors have. John Stuart Mill 

achieved it in his “Principles of I'M- 
litical Economy”; John Calvin ir 

The Tn.sTitutes of the Christian Re¬ 

ligion.” And within the smaller 

compass of “The F.thical Teaching of 

Jesus” it is achieved by Professor 
icott. Alas, how many publicists 

^ere are who might profit from the 

txamplc of I>r. Scott's style! 
. iThe .staU-ment in the book to which 

the reviewer would vail attention is 
in the final chapter, the title of 

which Is “Permiinent Validity”; 

Some modern writers (says Dr. 
Scott) have maintained that if the 
ethic is to be placed on a firm 
basis it must be cut loo.'se from 
the entanglements of religious i»c- 
llefs. They hold that when it is so 
separated it will commend itself to 
people of all religions ;ind of no 
religion at till. The very] existence 
of God may be denied;^ and the 
Christian ethic will stand four- 
.square on the grounci of it.s own 

intrinsic worth. 

This, of course, would be the retort 
made to Dr. I’arks hy the ultra-mod¬ 
ernist who had accused the rector ol 
begging the question. But let the 
ultra-modernist read on and he will 
find nothing in Dr. -Scott'.s conclu¬ 
sion to .sustain this position. On the 
contrary. 

But whether we like dt or not. 
the moral -teaching of Jesus is i 
rooted in His religion, and cannot ) 
be detached from it. Even His 
demand for social brotherhood i.s 

based on a religious postulate, and 
is left hanging in the air when 
this i.s withdrawn. There is no 
way of saving Jesus’ ethic at the 
expense of His religion; but it can 
never be sufficiently emphasized 

that He builds always on the cen¬ 
tral things in religion. 

To sum up these two books, then, 

it miight not dmproperly be said that 
Dr. Parks has formulated the dilem¬ 
ma of the Modernist, and that Dr. 
Scott supports the rector of St. Bar- 
Iholomew’s. Or, since It is Dr. Scott 

who shows that the Chrstian ethic 
cannot be divorced from Christian 

doctrine, perhaps we should say that 
he has iio.sed the dilemma and that 
Dr. F’arks offers the solution. 

.Although no doubt there arc many 
American Episcopalians who would 

_h]<ce to see a reunion of their Com- 

munion with that of Rome, the agi¬ 
tation for .such a reunion has never 
been so intense in this country, or so 
widespread, as in England. The his¬ 

tory of the so-called “Oxford move¬ 
ment” of the “Anglo-Catholics" i.s 
sufficiently well known, and need 
not be gone into here. It will be 

enough to say that Bishop Gore is of 
yiat wing of the English Church 

which would like again to conic un¬ 
der the spiritual suzerainty of the 

Pope, although he see.s no likelihood 
of such a consummation. "The Holy 
Spirit and the Church” is, essential¬ 

ly an argument for the reunion. 
But if it were this only, however 

fresh in its approach and manner of 
statement, the book would have*lit- 
tle interest for American readers ex¬ 

cept those holding “High Church" 
views. 

But Bishop Gore's book is some¬ 

thing more than a restatement of an 
old argument. The English prelate 
is not only a theologian, he is also a 
.scholar; his book follows the critical 

method, and his conclusions are 
based on evidence. In view of what 
has been said above of Dr. I’arks’s 

book, and its formulation of what 

Ihe reviewer has elected to call the 
dilemma of the Modernist. Bishop 

Gore's conclusion is important. 

1 dare say that in twenty year.s’ 
time (says the English Bi.shop)' it 
will have become -evident • a-s 

regards the person oT'^c 

The alternative is between 
Unitarianism on the one 
a frank adherence to t’ 
both a.s regards facts am 
on the other. 

Except for the one word "facts 
Dr. Parks's logic was on all fours 

with that of his English brother 
churchman. The American theo¬ 

logian .sought to modify the Modern¬ 

ist by substituting the spirit for the 
letter of the fact. Many disinterest¬ 
ed persons will wish to read the two 
books to answer for themselves tin 

question whether Dr. Parks can atop 

where he does, or whether his own 
logical admissions do not necessitate 

the very conclusion which Is both 
the major premise and the conclu¬ 
sion of Bishop (Sore'.s book. And 

such a reader will consider Dr. 
Scott's book in connection with the 

other two for the additional evidence 
which it affords. He will also do 

well to have by him Profe.ssor 

Hume’s book, referred to above. "The 
World’s TJving Religions.” because 

of the data on other religions than 
Christianity, and the basis for a com¬ 

parative study that this data offers 
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The Printer of Strawberry Hill 
In His Journal. Heretofore Unpublished. Horace Walpole describes the Setting Up 

of a Press and His Adventures in Rookmakins 

A Rcvii‘11! b/i 

RYAN WALKtfR 

.IDURNAL OF THR PRINTING OF¬ 
FICE AT NTRAWBERKY HILL. 
Now first urxnttd from the MtS. of 
Horace Walpole, willi uote.t bv 
l^uffcl Toynbee. Illitstrated _ with 

—-.iiv/ift i.f >1.111 g of Walpole items. 
New y\‘rk: Houffhfon Mifflin Com- 
piMiy ?17.o(t. This journal, minted on un¬ 

bleached Arnold hnnd-made 
paper, is a work of printer's 
art- "it is embellished with 
twelve reproductions of Wal¬ 

pole's Items—title pages, portraits, 
verses and an autograph list of visi¬ 
tors to Strawberry Hill. The manu¬ 
script of this diary, which mentions 
nearly everything that Horace Wal¬ 
pole printed on his preiAS. was form¬ 
erly in the Waller collection at 
Woodcote. Warwick, and has ne.ver 
lieen mentioned by tho.se who have 
hitherto written of Strawlierry Hill. 

Indeed, those writers were not even 
aware of the existence of this most 
precious manuscript, which is all in 

Walpole's own hand. 
Forming a pari of this volume is a 

rich collection of genealogical, hi.s- 

lorical, and bibliographical notes by 
Hr. I’aget Toynl>ee. logether with 

valuable appendixes. Collectors will 
find in this Journal much illumi¬ 
nating information with which to 

enrich their Walpoliana. 
The first item in the Journal, dated 

June 20. 1757, .reads: “The Press 
was erected. Wm. Robinson, 

Primer.’’ And on July lt». we find: 

Hogan to print. Tin- fir-sl was an 
edition of two new Odes by Mr. 
itray; one, on the imwer and the 
progre.s.s of Poetry: the other, on 
the de.struction of the Welsh Hards 
by Edward 1. 

That Walpofe had his ''labor 

irouble.s"' is evidenced in his diary 
m 17of). We reail; “March oth. 

ilohinson rhe Primer went awaj ." 
Ami a few dny.s later: ''Henjamin 

Williams, Printer, came." A few 

weeks pa-s-s: and this: “He 
went Jiway.'' And, “James lAster. 
a new Prinler. came, .slaid but a 

\\ei-k.“ The .sixth prinl/^r, Thonuis 

KiiTfite, was of a more stable char- 
,ii-ler, evidently, for he remained at 

.Sivsiwberry Hill as long as Walpole 
lived, first as his printer, then as his 
amanuensis. Indeed, hecause of hi.s 

■•uuibined ability and shrewdness he 
made himself indisiipn.s}ihlc to lus 

employer. 
Horace Walpohi, son of Mij- Hubert 

Walpole, noted Prime Minister, was 
a dilettante, a dandy, a patron of the 

ari?:, and a favorite in social circle.s. 

After receiving a thorough classical 
education, he traveled extensively, 

bfiving for a companion the poet 

(h-ay. A biographer tells us that 
Walpole “imbibed in Italy a taste 

for antiquity," and his country 

home bore proof of his great love of 

jircJiitecture. 
'rhough for iwcnty-six yejirs a 

memhor of ParJi.-iment. Walpole had 
n<i taste for politic.^ and never as¬ 
pired to the position of prominence 
In the realm that his father occu¬ 
pied. He preferred to lead the life 
of a country gentleman, and wheh 
he was thirty bought a “liltlc farm" 
near Twickenham, formerly owned 
by Mrs. Chevenix, the toy-womnn. 
The farm cottage was transformed 
into a real feudal castle, turreted. 
galleried, with armorial bearings, and 
“hU the appropriate, insignia of n 

(Jothic baronial mansion." Thl.s 
place he called “.Strawberry Hill.'’ 
and here he gathered uhoul him rare 
objects of art and built up a splendid 
library, all of which (in l.'U'2> was 

“scattered to the winds—dispersed^ 

at public .sale." 
Of his country estate, he wrote to 

Oeneral Conway, the only man he 
seems ever to have really loved or 

regarded, the following: 

You perceive I have got into a 

written by my printer to a fiiend 
in Ireland. 1 should tell you that 
he has the most sensible, look in 
the world: tlarrick said he would 
give any money for four actors 
with such eyes—they are more 
Richard the Third than Garrick's 
own: but whatever his eyes are. 
his head is Irish. 

Thi.s Is the letter Walpole allvides 

to: 

• ♦ • This gentleman is the 
Hon. Horatio Walpole, son to the 
late great Sir Robt Walpole who 
i.s very studioim. and an admirer 
of all the liberal arts and sciences; 
amongst the rest he admires print¬ 
ing. He has fitted out a com¬ 
plete printing-house at hi.s coun¬ 
try .seat, and has done me the 
favor to make me sole manager 
and operator (there being no one 
but myself.) All men of genius 
resort.s his house, courts his com¬ 
pany,' admires his understanding— 
what with his own and their writ¬ 
ings. I believe I .shall he pretty 

... .- pleased 

Horace 

Walpole. 

Printer. 

of 

Strawberry 

Hill.- 

’"'rr’Vm.,;”';,":'’ I ,„',oSu.,»d,. at Windsor. It is a little play- | 
thing house that 1 hav.- got out 1 ‘ 
of this Chevenix's shop. ... 1 Foi' .some time Walpole had dab- 
It is the prettiest baulde you ever bled in letters, and doubtless set up 
saw. It is set in enameled mead- bis printing press for the purpose o£ 
o,v.,, with flllKr.-h h-dse.,. . . | hts own writing,, a. w.U as 

Farm Yard and Printing House at Strawberry Hill. 

Hero, among his “enameled mea¬ 
dows" and "filigree hedges," the 

aristocrat remained throughout his 

life, the “hauhle" being turned into 

a mansion of dignity and great mag¬ 
nificence. After ten years spent in 

l>6autifyuig his estate, he turned to 

a new hobby, -which he found in a 
printing press. To Sir Horace Mann, 

in 17-57, he wrote: 

I am turned printer, and have 

converted a little cottage here into 
a printing office. ... I keep 
a painter in the house, and a 
printer. ... To divert you, I 
send the following copy of a letter 

the writings of others. Heing an 

aii.stocrat it ill-became him (in his 
day) to seek publicity through the 
chaunel.s of the genei'aJ author. 
However, his literary achievements 

w'ere not of a high order, and his 

fame re.st.s not lipon them but upon 
his Correspondence and Memoirs, 

and his Strawberry Hill enterprise. 
He wa.s a tireless letter-writer, ami 

his correspondence with relatives 

and friends fill.s many large volumes, 
and gives an immense amount of In¬ 
formation of the people of proml- 

. nence and the manners and custom.s 
I of the romantic eighteenth century. 

A Bundle of Scientific Small Change 
i-HATS on RCIHNCB. Ity Edwin E. I 

Rlosson, Ph. T).. 273 puyes. Neto 
V The Century Company. S2. 

ilAiSRON i!« perhap.s the 

ling American exponent o£ 

idea that .science can be 

_..essly to the avei-agc reader. 

;,l.s volume of 273 pages (counting 

,i very useful index) includes 85 .sub¬ 

jects which were offered to 3.000,000 

readers through a newspaper syndi¬ 

cate. How many of the 3,000.000 

road them every day is not recorded, 

hut it is evidently not Dr. Slosson s- 

fi.ult If mo.st of them did not. He 
acts upon his expres.sed conviction 

that science ought not to be regarded 

nor a long pai-agraph when there is 

any excuse for a short one. He is as 

(Mireful as I)f. Frank Crane himself 

not to scare away the. timid reader 

before he has nibbled the kernel of 

useful information or .stimulating 

idea that is being offered him. Yet, 

perhaps with the object lesson of a 

radio section, crammed with dia¬ 
grams and formulas, before him, he 
gives his public credit for a certain 

amount of interest and Intelligence. 

Despite Dr. Einstein's assurance that 
his theory must remain unintelligible 

to nearly every one. Dr. S?lo.sson tries 
several times, once in Word.s of one trousers, 

.syllable, to throw light on or around] when first Introduced, on the ground 

• .... ^r,\ixrr,rt thine- a it. “If you were on a train and saw 1 that they were dangerous, irrelig- 

.""i" nnnn^the stronKcst Intellert," ii train on the side track slip by your; ious. undcmot ratic or otherwise 
an^atZi" W tor the right of the! pane of gtaas. you could not tell contrary to the public interest. He 

Make Ih-itons. Greeks agu'U ’ben 
strike the lyre 

And Pindar shall not .smg m 
vain. 

The Journal covers the entire 
period ''f Walpole’s activities as 
printer iit Strawlierry Hill, which 
began in June, 17r*7. and ended 
July, 17S5). eight years prior to his 
death. His de,aling.s with the book- 
.seller.s were not always pleasant, and 

lettei- to Dalrymple he eom- 
plain.-5 of annoyanee.s they 

him: 

The London hook-sellcrs p 
all manner of tricks. If 1 
allow them ridiculous profi 
will do nothing to promo 
sale: and if I do. they buy » 
Impression, and sell it at a 
vanced price before my face, 
is the cu.«e with my two flrsl 
umes of .\necdotes. for .V.,-— 
Tiihopic- have been made to-^ov 
half a guinea. • • In 
the plagvie I liave bad in cveiT 
shape with printers, engr-tvers. 
the liooksellers, &c.. besldijs my 
own trouble, have almost dis¬ 
couraged me from what I ipok up 
fir.st as an amusement, but which 
has produced very little of it. 

But there were oth >r and more ro¬ 

mantic diversions than the printing 
press with which to amuse himself 

at Strawberry Hill- Being a bac»- 
cior, of fastidious habits and exquis¬ 

ite dress, e.sthetie to a degree in 
an age of estheticism. with plenty 

of money at his command, he was a 

magnet to draw about him women of 
charm and social position. Hi.s cas¬ 

tle was the meeting place of a graup 
of intellectuals and aristoerat-s. Soon 

after settling down at hi:' country 

scat, he extended an invitation to 
Kitty Clive, a popular actre.ss of her 

day, to come and live in one of his 
cottages at ytrawlierry Hill, rent 

free. Kitty accepted the hospitahU* 

offer and took up her abode there, 
naming the place “Cliveden." Thai 

Kitty and Walpole T-emaiiied friends 

goe.s without saying, for the actre.ss 
remained at Cliveden till the end of 

her day.s. After her demise (which 

happened when Walpole was 71), 
the generous landlord must have 

felt iMely wthout a congenial ten¬ 

ant in Cliveden and soon thereaftei- 
ne chance ac- 

Mr. Berry and his 

his mind at least ont-c a i ““r?. ‘’<1^^ 
throws ookl water on the ■’evl- cepted it. ns Kitty Chte had done 
deuces" of survival produced at i And there they retuamed to the e. 

and restates the good old I of their days, for Walpole ui his will 

Horace Walpole, who late in hfi- 

hecame the Earl nf OrforU, had his 

little vanities. He delighted in writ¬ 

ing “lines” to his friends, and in 

leading them to believe the compo- 

.sltions impromptu. When guests 
w't're invited to Srawberry Hill, he 
ju-epared hl.s vei-ses in advHn«!e of 
their coming and "struck them off 
on the press” before their a.stonishcd 
eyes. In his Journal he makes this 

confession: 

Lucy Younge, Countess of Roch- 
ford, Ethelreda Viscountess Towns- 

hend, Miss Bland, and James 
Earl Waldgrave. dining at Straw¬ 
berry Hill, were carried to the 
printing office, where the follow¬ 
ing lines being ready prepared 

were taken off. 

We select the lines to l>acly Towns- 
hend---Hs lietng -characteristic of 

Walpole’s gallantry;. 

The l’res.s speak.s: 
From Me Wits and Poets I heir 

glorj- obtain; 
Without Me their Wit and their 

Versos wc-re vain: 
Shtop, Town.sbcnd! and Id me but 

print what you say; 
You, the fame 1 on other.s bestow, 

will repay. 

Oct. 17, 1757, he wrote in hi: 
(dairy: * » • “printed two dozen 
copios of Mr. (Jarrick's .stanzas tc 
Mr. Gray, occasioned by hi.s Oder 
being but moderately well received 
hy the public." The first and lad 

stanzas read; 

Repine not. Gray, that our weak 
dazzled eye.s 

Thy daring heights and bright¬ 
ness shun; 

How few -can track the Eagle to 
the skies, 

Or like him gaze upon the .sun? 

With ancient deecls our long 
chill'd bosoms fire, 

Tho.se deeds which mark Eliza's 
reign! 

not . nub- ta«.s about aelouce, but a I of ai t I'offered it to aoate chanoe ae- 
conceptlou of the selentitic attitude, cent oraftsmen s blumlcs. aug | l.e ottereu 

He reminds u.s that true science deals ] (teats that the reader clean out , auwutances, 

with the ordinary as well as the ex¬ 
traordinary. Some persons, he says, 
"seem to regard Cxod, quite blas¬ 
phemously, as a great conjurer 

whose tricks may some time be ex¬ 
posed liy some impertinent scientist 

who turns too much light upon the 
phenomena of nature." He warns 
against rejecting new ideas simply 

because ihey are new, and gives in¬ 
stances of con.servalives who op¬ 
posed steam railways, forks, spec¬ 

tacles. coal, bathtubs, printed books 

and even bananas and 

seances, ana lesmies me guwv* „... ... . -.nfi 
doctrine that science and relision. it left It to them durms theii life, ami 

each keeps its proper place, can | a large sura of money besides, 
get on nicely toeether. Api'opos the Berry family, we read 

Thus Dr. Slosson goes a long way ] this in the Journal (i <.v«). 

ahead of most retailers of scientific I Mjgs Mary and Miss Agnes Berry 
small change. It should be dlffi- - - .. 

cult for any one to read him without 
wanting to know more about Ih'-; 

subjects he discusses. This, of 

course, is the excu.se for such an en¬ 

terprise, which with a .slightly dif-; 
ferent etnpha.sis might be criticized | 

for holding out fal.se hopes of a roya 

populace to have as much fun a.s H 

i-an with it. He even takes the 

trouble to "mix up the page.s. lest 
the reader .should be misled Into 

which train moved if yours did not 

jolt." Beginning in this fashion, the 
reader arrives without a jar at the 

conclusion that "mass in some way 

preaches the sermon so welk illus¬ 

trated In his "Creative Chemistry" .. 
that man can often imitate nature 1 gives his ten minute.s 
and Improve upon the model, admon- "Chats on Science. ' but in the on 

that he who uses i who after digesting these eightv-Tive 

daughters of a Scottish gentleman, 
who had carried them to France 
and Tinly, where the Elder learned 
iariin and the younger to draw. 
& living at Twickenham in liS8. 
Mr. Walpole inviting them (H-t. 
13 to-soe his printing botise. ♦ • • 

To the Miss Berrys (as he c;riled 
■itteu 

o... w„.^ 
appeat- not In tho caaual reader^who ^ fiattarim: .stan,a.a. 

' for soon thereafter they settled at 

IhinklZ Utarhc-ims ao. en^^ lb I warpa^l« oS j imk^saaya ' hfln^ "-1 
a continuous treatise and so he com grasped | first to he iKlinred. says n BOOd word ; heavy volume with dia„T.ims aiid 

,„,lcd by his conscience to Dr sjson make., U Uor fireplaces, tells that "no country ; slallstlc.s. gets out Ins sl.ppers an.l 

longer than he likes. i * 
oT' sioZon's fk.^'objective is lin-1 sloughed off a great mass of igno- 

He never u.sos j ranee. At least he knows a few 

!itor"tVr£Zo-S«'Z?word wm'do“' " D.f st„olreuditZ7 to "°onvcy c?S'smr‘'who''Zee“ms'H a triumph ‘ should he many such. 

is yet thoroughly civilized, even fixim | his pipe, and aits down to discover 

the standpoint of our present knowl-, what the stars are made of or whut 
modern makes the flowers grow. There 

Strawberry Hill, la the cottage 

Cliveden, and became Walpole's 

daily companions, rvidenlly doing 

much to cheer up his old age. 
The spelling, punctuation, usv oa 

capitals, and other pcouliarltioal 

found in the original MS. lm%*e been 
presen-ed in the printed Journal. 
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the world 
'the orphans and other refugees in Greece. Though the 

earthquake destroyed the great Bible publication house in 

Yokohama, the circulation of the Bible increased in Japan 

last year by leaps and bounds. The Society disposed 

of nearly three hundred and fifty thousand books, a hun-. 

dred thousand more volumes than the year before. Hence¬ 

forth the Society will print Bibles for the Philippines in 

Manila instead of at Yokohama as in the past. It has al¬ 

ready begun work on an edition of twenty-one thousand 

in seven Philippine dialects. But Qiina carries the ban¬ 

ner. It absorbed over a million copies more than the year 

before. When we compare the common knowledge of 

the Scripture to-day with what it was when Gutenberg 

first set his types, we can look forward to the next four 

hundred years believing that the world will advance a good 

deal further in those centuries than it has in the last four. 

TWO MEN MARKED FOR MARTYRDOM 

Rev. J. Frank Norris of Fort Worth, Texas, proljably 

has driven more men from positions in colleges and 

schools than has any other Fundamentalist. With his pul¬ 

pit as a fulcrum and aided by his weekly “Searchlight 

he pushed Professor Rice out of the^Southem Methodist 

University and did much to force Professor Slaten out of 

William Jewell College. For his next two martyrs he 

has marked out Dr. W. L. Poteat, President of Wake 

Forest College, North Carolina, and Dr, J, R. Sampey, 

Professor of Old Testament interpretation in the great 

Southern Baptist Theological School at Louisville. Dr. 

FoteaPs" consists in "bdieving in evdution. 

“Whether you like it or not,” he once said, “you are 

akin to all that lives, not merely the humble members of 

the animal kingdom, but the humbler members of the 

vegetable kingdom as well; we all derive our physical life 

from the same source.” It is even recorded of him that 

“he traced phenomena in varying forms of matter,, be¬ 

ginning with the inevitable topic of the biologist, the uni- 

celled microscopic organism which the speaker (Dr. 

Poteat) introduced as 'my friend the amoeba.’ ” The 

Texas Convention of the Southern Baptists at its recent 

meeting at Galveston declared itself opposed to evolution 

of every phase and kind. Mr. Norris, of course, was in 

large part responsible for that very reckless declaration. 

Fresh from that victory, Mr. Norris now declares that 

the Southern Baptist Convention must refuse to seat Dr. 

Poteat. Dr. Sampey’s crimes appear in bis “Syllabus for 

Old Testament Study.” In that volume he says, for in™ 
stance, “The method of creation is not explained in 

Genesis. Science may pursue its research on this subject 

without hindrance from the Bible. Whether God took a 

million years to make man or only a second matters little 

—if only God made him.” Referring to the fifth chapter 

of Genesis, he comments, “The longevity of the patriarcl^ 

must be recognized, in the light of^cientrffc research, as 

an outstanding objection to the accuracy and trustworthi¬ 

ness of Genesis.” He suggests that the Hebrew account 

of the creation might have been derived from the Baby¬ 

lonian. He believes that Ecclesiastes m^ay date from some¬ 

where between 440 and 200 B. C. He considers that 

Daniel may be history instead of prophecy. The Book 

of Job, he thinks, is neither altogether history nor purely 

the work of the imagination. His studies convince him 

that Isaiah as we have it comes from two or perhaps three 
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authors and that Zechariah may be the work of two men. 

Mr. Norris, who studied under Dr. Sampey. pays warm¬ 

est tribute to his former teacher’s Christian character, but 

for Dr. Sampey to venture to state the conclusions to 

which his studies of the Old Testament have brought him 

is altogether too much for Mr. Norris. The Fort Worth 

pope announces that Dr. Sampey must go. 

THE BRIGHT SIDE OF THE FUNDAMENTALIST ATTACK 

While to many outside the Southern Baptist Conven¬ 

tion Jvlr. Norris’s crusade may seem amusing, it is no 

laughing matter within his own church. But parts of 

the South give signs of resenting the attempt of the 

Fundamentalists to dictate to the whole community. More 

than one North Carolina paper has roundly denounced 

Mr. Norris’s threat against Dr. Poteat. A Thomasville, 

North Carolina, paper declares, “North Carolina Baptists 

are not in favor of the doctrine of evolution, but they 

are also broadminded and brotherly and will never join 

in the clamor for the head of a beloved brother raised 

by a lot of loud-mouthed Pharisees from the wild and 

woolly west, because of a difference in opinion on the 

origin of man.” Baptists traditionally have stood for 

freedom. In the South as elsewhere that spirit will grow, 

and the day is bound to come when Southern Baptists will 

cease to be afraid of honest inquiry. In the meanwhile 

the Fundamentalists are by no means doing altogether a 

disservice in their denunciation of Modernism. They 

have made the youth of the whole country know that 

tliere is sjrch a thing. Five years ago many of our col- 

lege" toys and'girls sup^sed the whole Church 'saw 

through the traditional spectacles. Now, though today 

many suppose Modernism very dangerous, every one of 

them knows there is such a thing; and thanks to the 

growing understanding of it on tne part of the Funda¬ 

mentalist leaders, the young people are daily getting a 

less distorted picture of it. A generation hence, when 

this battle is over, almost as much credit will go to the 

Fundamentalists "for spreading the new point of view as 

to the Modernists, who until recently had been almost too 

mouselike in their procedure. 

CHURCH UNION AT THE BOTTOM 

Mrs. Frank C. Porter, wife of the Professor of Biblical 

Theology in Yale Divinity School, is a woman of energy 

and ideals. Years ago she came to the conclusion that 

many people want intimate and frank discussion on serious 

topics in religion. In 1914 she began to translate her 

conviction into works by organizing a group of Lenten 

Discussion Clubs. In their seven meetings that year the 

clubs talked about Christian ideals for Twentieth Century ^ 

living: ideals for the home, for work, for play, for talk, 

things hard to bear, the use of Sunday, how to attain the 

ideals. The very first year several New Haven churches 

cooperated in the plan. Each year since then Mrs. Porter 

has written a new Christian Discussion Club program 

(they can be obtained from The Pilgrim Press, Boston), 

and the idea has spread widely. In New Haven from the 

first the club leaders on Monday afternoon met in a union 

meeting where ministers of all denominations discussed 

the subject for the week. Three years of these meetings 

resulted in the organization of the Women’s Church Union 

of New Haven. For the last two yearn the Union has • 
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conducted notable lecture courses, which incidently have 

resulted in the loan or sale of hundreds of religious leaflets 

or books. This year the lecturers were Dean Charles R 

Brown, of the Yale Divinity School, and G. Studdert- 

Kennedy, Chaplain to George V, known to the soldiers as 

“Woodbine Willie.” The eight hundred seats in the audi¬ 

torium where the course began proved inadequate. The 

union secured the great Yale Commencement building, 

Woolsey Hall. Its nearly three thousand seats proved 

scarcely enough. Women in crowds were waiting at half 

past two for a lecture which did not begin until four. For 

one lecture hundreds were unable to procure tickets. The 

Women’s Church Union has found its o^vn interdenom¬ 

inational fellowship so valuable that it is now anxious to 

assist the Pastors’ Union in forming a genuine church 

federation in New Haven. At the final dinner for the 

season, attended by men as well as by women, the man¬ 

agement quite adopted the Rotaiy scheme of instilling its 

message. The assembly sang songs, serious and humorous, 

embodying the idea of church friendship and unity. Rep¬ 

resentatives of sixty churches and eight denominations 

sang with enthusiasm. 

We’re sitting all together round the table here tonight, 
Our little credal differences are all forgotten quite, 
Just sisters and just brothers! Oh, it is a goodly 

sight, 
We’re just one family. 

Refrain: Glory, glory, hallelujah! We’re just 
one family. 

Much of the impetus tov/ard church union has come from 

the situation in foreign lands. Here it is developing at 

the other side of the church stile. 

DR. FIELD’S VOICE YET SPEAKETH 

The Christian Work carries a triple heritage. It is 

proud indeed to continue The Evangelist and of The 

New York Observer. The Evangelist always stood for 

noble freedom in the Church. It is believed in the spirit of 

Christianity. In the course of an editorial in the copy of 

the New York Evangelist for February 25th, 1892 com¬ 

menting on a letter by Henry M. Humphrey, which we re¬ 

print in large part on page 623, Dr. Field wrote, “Not only 

can we tolerate differences of opinion, but we rejoice in 

them, as the best evidence of real spiritual life. If all men 

thought just alike, the intellectual world v/ould present a 

dreary monotony. Rather let every man think and work 

in his own way, and so contribute of his own individualism 

to the strength of the whole. Then ‘blood will tell,’ but it 

will be the blood of many races, flowing together, and all 

warmed and quickened by the fire of Divine love, burning 

in millions of hearts, and inspired with a common desire 

for the glory of God and the salvation of the world ” If 

the churches approach the present questions in such a 

temper, we shall get good out of our discussions rather 

than harm. 

DEBATE ON CHRISTIANITY 

The British Student Christian Movement recently or¬ 

ganized a debate on Christianity between Bishop Temple 

of Manchester and Professor Gregory. The subject was 

“That the claims of Christianity to meet the theoretical 

and practical needs of to-day are valid.” Bishop Temple 

declared, “Christianity is a faith—it is more than a belief. 

But the critics of Christianity have a right to insist that 
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we^ show them that the balance of reason is on the side 

of our fundamental convictions.” Theism is a determina¬ 

tion to apply the hypothesis that the world is the creation 

of will, and this will in continuous activity among us was 

revealed in the life of Jesus Christ. “Nobody is com¬ 

pletely outside the influence of Jesus Christ whatever re¬ 

ligion he profess,” concluded the Bishop. “But we look 

forward to the time when His Church may draw all 

together in bonds of personal love so. that the perfect soci¬ 

ety may one day exist.” Professor Gregory denied Bishop 

Temple’s assertion that everybody is interested in the 

question, “Wliat ultimately is the meaning of it all?” to 

which Christianity gave an answer. While admitting that 

the life and teaching of Jesus Christ “reached possibly the 

highest ethical standards that Western civilization has ever 

seen,” Professor Gregory declined to identify himself with 

organized Christianity on this ground. “In the course of 

two thousand years the ethical character of Christianity 

has altered in accordance with the changing conditions 

of civilization. There are three great problems to-day on 

which organized Christianity offers no help—sex, war, 

and property. The actual teaching of Christians lags 

somewhat behind that of non-Christians.” A heated and 

evidently sincere discussion followed, the speakers rang¬ 

ing from a long-haired young man, who solemnly pro¬ 

nounced that “the present position of Christians is largely 

that of deceivers deceived,” to another who expressed ab¬ 

horrence at the view of the bishop that rigid assent to the 

whole of the Thirty-nine Articles was not demanded of 

any would-be member of the Christian Church. “Failure 

to lay down rules is to me part of the strength of Chris¬ 

tianity,” said Bishop Temple at the end of the evening. 

“If a spirit is given it can adapt itself to changing condi¬ 

tions, and can largely mould them. It is essential to any¬ 

thing that is to be the absolute religion that it should not 

lay down rules as to details of conduct.” No vote 

was taken, the audience refusing the chairman’s of¬ 

fer to have a division. The debate showed that there 

is at least in the younger generation the most lively inter¬ 

est in religion—a welcome and hopeful sign for the future. 

And the freedom and frankness of the debate set an 

example that ought to be followed in every religious dis¬ 

cussion. 

HOW ONE CHURCH MADE ITSELF KNOWN 

A year ago the average congregation at the old Uni¬ 

tarian church at Duxbury, Massachusetts, ran from twenty 

to thirty. The church had no settled minister. The 

situation was dark. But last summer the Laymen’s 

League of the parish set to work to make the church 

known. Each week it sent out to practically every fam¬ 

ily in Duxbury, and to many others in surrounding terri¬ 

tory where churches were closed for the summer, a mul- 

tigraphed circular announcing the following Sunday’s 

service and briefly emphasizing some vital phase of re¬ 

ligion. With the circular the League enclosed the printed 

order of service, which included the titles of solos or 

other special music, the sermon topic, the references 

for the Bible reading, and the text of the sermon. The 

League inserted display advertising in the daily papers 

and in “The Christian Register,” the Unitarian Church 

weekly published at Boston. The laymen invited the very 

best preachers available to supply their pulpit. As soon 



PRL^dYTERIANS MOVE 

AGAINST MODERNISTS 

Southern General Assembly Re- 

rjaires Church Officers to Declare 

Change of Doctrinal Opinions. 
Lcp ' ' 

SAN* ANTONIO, Texas, ilay'l# CAs- 
■ceiated Press).—Ministers, eiders and 
deacons of the Presbyterian Church in 
(ho United States arc to be asked to 
take a vow that whenevi'r they change 
their views regarding Hie fundamental 
doctrines of the church tliey wjH tnake 
known the chang'- to their presbytery, 
according to action taken today at the 
Sixty-fourth General Assembly of the 
chni-ch^ , , . 

This is considered delegates to 
refer to the attitude of the assembly 
on the Fundamentalist-Modernist con- 
troverav. The assembly voted to put 
the following question to every candi¬ 
date for the post of minister, deacon or 
elder: - - , 

“Do you smcerclv receive and*adopt 
the Confession of Faith and the Cate¬ 
chisms of tJiis church as containing the 
svstem of doctrine taught in the Holy 
Scriptures, and do you further promise 
that if you find yourself out of accord 
with this system of doctrine you will 
make known to jour session the change 
■which! has taken place In your views 
■ince assumption of this ordination [ 
Vow?" 



T o those who observe the movements of God in his- 

tox-y it is neither surprising nor alarming that, as in the 

political world there are epochal upheavals which disrupt 

the old order, there should be similar revolutions of 

thought, or reappraisals of theological values, in the world 

of religion. The Church is subject to the action and re¬ 

action of all thought currents, scientific, philosophical, and 

. religious, which strengthen or weaken the faith of men in 

the revelation of ^ ^ 

The quadrenniiim now closing has not been everywhere 

a period of theological serenity. The war of the nations, 

the effect of which is still felt not only in the centers of 

world politics and international commerce but also in the 

humble homes of the toiling millions, has av/akened keener 

interest in the problems which center in religion. It has 

forced to A front of jMpular thinking a sterner demand 

for the rat^ality and practical adaptation of Christiaxuty. 

It has compelled eveiy church in vital touch with the life 

of the world to give practical reasons for the essential doc¬ 

trines it proclaims as the very truth of God. 

Methodism is not wholly exempt from controversy. It 

never has been and it never will be. The test of a living 

; church is its power of adjustment. But -without ecclesias- 

• tical arrogance, and with humble thanksgiving, we may 

say that during the quadrennium there has been no serious 

I disquietude among us concernir^ our doctrinesT^’^^his is 

. nor~becauie we" are^unlTin u^llectual torpor, oblivious 

3 to the resounding notes of theological strife. We were 

a never more alive to the trumpeting challenge of radical 

1 thought, nor more responsive to the results of reverent 

e scholarship. It is not because of hostility to freedom of 

investigation. The spirit of inquiry is the thermometer of 
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progress. Nor are we influenced by ignorant’ fear that 

the faith we profess- may not bear the searching light of 

advancing knowJedge. We give the largest hospitality to 

freedom of thought. But we are anxious that we shall be 

enlightened by the Spirit of God, and not misled by the 

vain devices of men. Certainly our theological tran¬ 

quility is not because, as some vainly imagine, v/e have 

relegated sound doctrine to a minor place and given to 

sociology chief consideration, thereby proclaiming our in¬ 

difference to the movements of theologic thought. We do 

not recognize any failure of doctrinal Christianity to in¬ 

terest the masses. We were never more confident that 

Christian doctrine is a basic condition of all social better¬ 

ment. 

Dear brethren, none of these imaginary reasons afford 

a rational explanation for the freedom of our Church 

from distracting controversies. The reason lies deeper. 

It is rooted in a profound conviction in both our ministry 

and laity that, first of all, the Bible is the inspired Word 

of God. Tested in the innermost souls of men and in its 

influence in the practical affairs of life, it demonstrates its 

divine character, and is its own credential of its divine 

authority. 

We believe in one God, the Father Almighty, maker of 

heaven and earth, an everlasting personal God, the cre¬ 

ator and upholder of all things,, immanent, transcen^nt, 

in all, through all, God our Father, blessed forever. And 

in Jesus Christ his only begotten Son. Not in a divine 

exemplar merely. Not in a God-filled man merely. Not 

in a religious genius than whom there is none born 

greater among the sons of men. But in the Lord of 

Glory, God manifest in the flesh, coeternal and one in 

Godhpod with the Father, who for the redemption of the 

race was born as to his humanity by the power of ihe 

Most High' of the Virgin Mary, and by his death upon the 

cross made a full, perfect and sufficient sacrifice for the 

sins of the whole world. He is the effulgence of the 

Father’s glory. He is the express image of his Person. 

He is the only Mediator between God and man. He is 

the Redeemer of the. world. He is the Giver of eterfial 

life, the Dispenser of the pov/er and grace of the Holy 

Spirit. He is the Rock and Refuge of his people, the 

Ruler of the Ages, the final and Almighty Judge of the 

earth, King of kings, Lord of lords, who shall reign for¬ 

ever and ever. 

In thus expressing our belief in God the Father and in 

his Son, Jesus Christ our Lord, we no less worship and 

adore the Holy Spirit, the Third Person in the adorable 

Trinity, who proceedeth from the Father and the Son, 

He is not an impersonal influence radiating fr^m the eter¬ 

nal ground of all being. He is not a subordinate agency 

called into activity by the creative will of the Omnipotent 

God. He is God, With the Father and the Son he is, 

in the depths of the divine nature, the eternal ground of all 

existence. He is the creative spirit who broods over the 

abyss, who originates all life, and out of chaos and dark¬ 

ness in the material universe brings, light and order and 

beauty. And to the sin-clouded souls of men he imparts 

spiritual illumination and power. He is the builder .of the 

kingdom of God in men and nations. He is the soul of the 

church, the inspirer of prophets and apostles through all 

the ages, the Spirit of Truth who convicts the world of 

sin, of righteousness and of judgment to come, and the 

Comforter and Guide of all who accept his gracious lead¬ 

ership. 

And as to personal salvation we as firmly believe as ever 

in tlie necessity of repentance for sin, in justification by 

faith, in regeneration by the Holy Spirit, in the sanctifica¬ 

tion of the believing heart, and in the witness of the Spirit 

to these miracles of grace wrought in the human soul. 

These seem to us the essential, living doctrines of our 

church. . . . 

The total increase in full membership for the quadren- 

nlum for the entire church is over 500,000. During the 

first year of the quadrennium we reached the largest an¬ 

nual increase ever reported, but the later years show a 

steady decline. This decline must not be allowed to 

continue. It need not continue if evangelism is given 

its rightful emphasis. 

"We can do better. We must do vastly better. 
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The Teaching Work of the Church* 
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the history of the Christian Church; what it offers to the 

world: what it is doing at home and abroad. Try such 

an examination in any congregation you know and see 

the results. Then we talk about the ignorance of people 

about religion. We get such pathetic results as those 

witnessed to in “The Army and Religion’’ (the Brit¬ 

ish Investigation) and “Religion Among American 

Men” (The American Investigation). Everybody was 

just simply stunned and non-plussed by the awful 

revelation of ignorance. Almost no soldiers seemed to 

know anything about the Christian faith and teaching 

although the majority of them had been brought up in 

church. Let us quote from the book mentioned above, 

and prepared by this same committee: “Religion Among 

American Men.” It says: “If there is any one point upon 

which the chaplains agree it is in regard to the widespread 

ignorance as to the meaning of Christianity and church 

membership. . . . We might well hope that in a ‘Chris¬ 

tian’ country men generally, even those without any alle¬ 

giance to Christ and His Church, would know what Chris¬ 

tianity 'i$. Chaplains say that they do not know. And 

they go beyond that and say that men nominally within 

the Church, men who have been to Christian schools, are 

in much the same condition—The Church as a teacher 

has failed to instruct its own membership and present its 

Gospel to the men just outside its doors. If we learn our 

iQsson the result will be a vastly greater emphasis on our 

teaching function.” No wonder those Reports put many 

ministers into a state of self-examination and led many 

to begin systematic instruction of the young and to begin 

a teaching ministry from the pulpit. 

That we need above all things else just now is a teach¬ 

ing Church, is the foundation on wliich this book builds 

up its suggestions. For with all its considerable discus¬ 

sion, it is devoted generally to the most helpful suggestion 

as to ways and means of giving the most thorough re¬ 

ligious teaching to children in church schools, to the edu¬ 

cation of*the congregation from the pulpit and to the 

proper education of ministers. We wish every minister 

could have it. He would find the discussion of every one 

of these following main themes helpful and inspiring be¬ 

yond words; Why the Church ISIust Be a Teacher; Se¬ 

cularization of Public Education; Educational Function of 

the Church; How the Church Should Teach; Teaching 

the Christian Religion to the Child; Teaching the Chris¬ 

tian Religion to Youth; Teaching the Christian Religion 

to the Modern Man; Christianizing Public Opinion; 

Teaching Agencies of the Church; How the Church 

Should Organize Its Teaching; Agencies of the Local 

Church; The New Movement for Weekday Religious 

Education; Securing a Unified Educational Program; Re¬ 

ligious Education in the College; Religious Education in 

the Tax-Supported Institution; Education for the Chris¬ 

tian Ministry. 
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INTERNATIONAL SUNDAY-SCHOOL LESSON 
June 8, I 924 

Ezekiel Encourages the Exiles 

Goldes Text: I will seek that which was lost, and will bring back that which was driven away. Ezekiel 34.16. 

Lesson Text: Ezekiel 34.11-16; 25-26. 

Lesson: Psalm 137.1-6; Ezekiel 34. 

JRead : Psalm 23. 

IT is not necessary to go into the history of the exile, 

but it was the most disheartening experience in Israel’s 

history. The nation loved Jerusalem not only because 

it was their country and their home, but because it was 

the home of Jehovah. All their religious as well as their 

patriotic association gathered about it. The temple was 

there as well as the capital. Indeed religion and patriot¬ 

ism were practically one. Jehovah was King as well as 

Lord. They felt themselves banished from Jehovah as 

much as from their home. It was this that made the 

exile so bitter and so hopeless. They felt for a while as 

if God had abandoned them. They would doubtless have 

perished from loneliness and despair had it not been for 

their prophets and poets. The prophets and the poets 

never lost faith for a moment. So sure were they of 

Jehovah that they knew He would not utterly abandon 

them, but would follow them into exile and ultimately 

bring them back to Jerusalem. 
The first passage we have for today’s lesson is an ex¬ 

ample of the faith of the prophet and an example of the 

message whereby he sustained the faith of his countiymen. 

First of all God will search his people and seek them 
w>ierei/eii-t>-«Ax/-«Ao..._i.TA_trT.Ehj» world. He will seek them 

. gone astray. Again 

will seek that which 

for those who were 

that has exiled itself 

it out to the ends of 

n’s wonderful poem, 

ection and remember 

beautiful hymn, “O 

proclaimed was that 

ind them, but would 

d gather them from 

to their own land.” 

■s, ‘T will seek that 

it which was driven 

ras broken, and will 

ink how suqh words, 

om one who was in 

alien upon the ears 

! 
brought them home, 

>wer and happiness, 

‘T will bring them 

on the mountains of 

inhabited places of 

a good pasture and 

shall their fold be: 

ind in a fat pasture 

f Israel.” Not only 

enant of peace, and 

will make them happy so long as they are true to Him. 

In all these messages one gets a wonderful portrayal 

of the character of God. It is the same idea of God that 

all the prophets preached—a God whose chief delight was 

in saving His people. It is a great advance upon the older, 

priestly idea of God, as One who was chiefly concerned in 

sacrifices offered to Him by the people and who needed 

constantly to be appeased by His people. It is the idea of 

God with which Jesus started and upon which he built 

up his doctrine of the Fatherhood of God. 

But the psalmist as well as the prophet, was along with 

the Israelites in their exile. In Psalm 137 he voices their 

despair. They were so hopeless that they could not even 

sing the Lord’s song in this strange land. Always their 

thought was of Jerusalem: “If I forget thee. O Jerusa¬ 

lem, let my right hand forget her cunning.” But the 

psalmist too had the same abiding faith as the prophet. 

In Psalm 126 he bursts into a triumphant song of faith: 

•“They that sow in tears shall reap in joy. He that goeth 

forth and weepeth, bearing precious seed, shall doubtless 

come again with rejoicing, bringing his sheaves with him.” 

By such words as these were the people sustained in their 

exile. It is well to remember today, that during the last 

two thousand years many peoples in exile, and many in¬ 

dividuals, have been sustained by these words of prophet 

and psalmist we are studying today. 

The Southern Baptist Convention 

{Contimied from page 682) 

Twenty years ago the Convention lost control of George¬ 

town University, at Washington City. During recent 

years the Convention has sought to regain the control, and 

proffered the sum of two million dollars for that purpose. 

The trustees refuse to accept the proffer on the ground 

that, since the original offer, the University has secured 

an endowment of one million dollars, subscriptions to 

which were made with the understanding that the insti¬ 

tution continue non-denominational. 

The Convention ordered the committee to continue its 

efforts, with the hope that eventually the university may 

be regained by the Southern Baptists. 

The Convention made formal protest against persecu¬ 

tion of Baptists in Roumania and Russia and asked the 

Government of the United States to use its power and 

influence against personal indignities, afflictions and oppo¬ 

sition to Baptists working in all lands. 

The Southern Baptists will try in the near future to 

raise in full the five million dollar endowment for super¬ 

annuated ministers and the widows and orphans of de¬ 

ceased ministers as determined upon five years ago. 

More than two and one-half million dollars yet remain 

to be raised for that purpose. 
The Convention will meet next year in Memphis, Ten¬ 

nessee. 
Thomas M. Elliott. 
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CREED OF THE BAPTIST 

BIBLE UNION 

[This past year the members of the 

Baptist Bible Union, the most radical 

of the Fundamentalist organisations 

connected with the Baptist Churches, 

bound themselves to get the Baptist 

Conventions to adopt the following 

creed. The introductory resolution and 

the creed appear belozv. We comment 

on the matter in our JJ’orld of To-Day 

columns on page 677.] 

Whereas: The Northern Baptist 

Convention, in its 1922 session, held 

at Indianapolis, officially declared the 

New Testament to be the all sufficient 

ground of its faith, and 

Whereas: There is a wide difference 

of opinion among our Baptist people, 

as to what the New Testament does 

teach, 

Therefore: Be it resolved that the 

Bible teaches, and we believe, 

1. Of the Scriptures. 

That the Bible was written by men 

supernaturally inspired; that it has 

truth without any admixture of error 

for its matter; that, as originally writ¬ 

ten, it is both scientifically and histori¬ 

cally true and correct: and therefore is, 

and shall remain to the end of the age, 

the only complete and final revelation 

of the will of God to man; the true 

centre of Christian union and the 

supreme standard by which all human 

conduct, creeds and opinions should be 

tried., 

2. Of the True God. 

That there is one, and only one, liv¬ 

ing and true God, an infinite, intelli¬ 

gent Spirit, whose name is Jehovah, 

the maker and supreme ruler of heaven 

and earth; inexpressibly glorious in 

holiness, and worth}- of all possible 

honor, confidence and love; that in the 

unity of the Godhead there are three 

persons, the Father, the Son, and the 

Holy Ghost, equal in every divine per¬ 

fection, and executing distinct but har¬ 

monious offices in the great work of 

redemption. 

3. Of the Creation. 

That the Genesis account of creation 

is to be accepted literally, and not 

allegorically or figuratively; that man 

was created directly in God’s own 

image and after his own likeness: that 

man’s creation was not a matter of 

evolution or evolutionary change of 

species, or development through in¬ 

terminable periods of time from lower 

to higher forms; that both animal and 

vegetable life was made directly, and 

God’s established law was they should 

bring forth only “after their kind.” 

4. Of the Virgin Birth 

That Jesus Christ was begotten of 

the Holy Ghost in a miraculous man¬ 

ner; born of Mary, a virgin, as no 

other man was ever born or can be 

born of woman, and that He is both 

the Son of God, and God, the Son. 

5. Of the Atonement for Sin 

That the salvation of sinners is 

wholly of grace; through the Mediato¬ 

rial offices of the Son of God, who by 

the appointment of the Father freely 

took upon him our nature, yet without 

sin, honored the divine law by His per¬ 

sonal obedience, and by His death 

made a full and vicarious atonement 

for our sins; that his atonement con¬ 

sisted not in setting us an example by 

His death as a martyr, but was the 

voluntary substitution of Himself in 

1 the sinner’s place, the Just dying for 

the unjust, Christ, the Lord, bearing 

our sins in His own body on the tree: 

that, having risen from the dead, He is 

now enthroned in Heaven and uniting 

in His wonderful person the tenderest 

sympathies with divine perfection. He 

is every way qualified to be a suitable, 

a compassionate and an all-sufficient 

Saviour. 

6. Of Grace in the New Creation. 

That in order to be saved, sinners 

must be born again; that the new biith 

is a new creation in Christ Jesus; that 

it is (instantaneous and not a process) : 

that in the new birth the one dead in 

trespasses and in sins is made a par¬ 

taker of the divine nature and receives 

eternal life, the free gift of God; that 

(the new creation is brought about in 

a manner above our comprehension, 

not by culture, not by character, nor by 

the will of man, but wholly and solely 

by the power of the Holy Spirit in con¬ 

nection with divine truth) so as to 

secure our voluntary obedience to the 

Gospel; that its proper evidence ap¬ 

pears in the holy fruits of repentanct 

and faith and newness of life. 

7. Of the Church. 

That a church of Christ is a con¬ 

gregation of immersed believers asso¬ 

ciated by a covenant of faith and fel¬ 

lowship of the Gospel, observing the 

ordinances of Christ; governed by His 

laws; and exercising the gifts, rights 

and privileges invested in them by His 

word; that its officers of ordination are 

pastors, elders and deacons, whose 

qualifications, claims and duties are 

clearly defined in the Scriptures. We 

believe the true mission of the church 

is found in the great commission; first, 

to make individual disciples; second, to 

build up the church: third, to teach and 

instruct as He has commanded. We 

do not believe in the reversal of this 

order: we hold that the local church 

has the absolute right of self govern¬ 

ment, free from the interference of 

any hierarchy of individuals or organi¬ 

zations ; and that the one and only 

superintendent is Christ, through the 

Holy Spirit; that it is scriptural for 

true churches to coperate with each 

other in contending for the faith and 

for the furtherance of the Gospel; that 

every church is the sole and only judge 

of the measure and method of its co¬ 

operation : on all matters of member¬ 

ship, of policy, of government, of dis¬ 

cipline, of benevolence, the will of the 

local church is final. 

8. Of the Ordinances. 

That Christian Baptism is the im¬ 

mersion in water of a believer into the 

name of the Father, the Son and the 

Holy Ghost; to show forth in a solemn 

and beautiful emblem our faith in the 

crucified buried and risen Saviour, 

with its effect in our death to sin, and 

resurrection to a new life; that it is 

pre-requisite to the privileges of a 

church relation and to the Lord’s sup¬ 

per ; in which the members of the 

church, by the sacred use of bread and 

wine are to commemorate together the 

dying love of Christ; preceded always 

by solemn self-examination. 

9. Of the Resurrection and of the 

Second Coming of Christ. 

We believe in the bodily resurrec¬ 

tion of Christ; that He ascended to the 

right hand of the majesty on high; 

that as our high priest He is Mediator 

between God and man; and that He 

will return “in like manner” literally, 

personall}- and bodily, back to the earth. 
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It is inherent in a staunch belief that the form of 
Christianity professed is the best, and indeed the only 
one. It is only when faith declines and zeal grows 
cold that any other attitude is possible. To recruit, 
to proselytize, to convert are the qualities of any deep 
conviction. Surely, it is the only defensible course 
for any organization that claims to be the Church 
founded by Jesus Christ. The burden of the Divine 
Founder’s teaching was to search out highways and 
byways, and to bring within the Fold everyone with¬ 
out exception. To say that the Catholic Church de¬ 
sires to have every human soul within its portals is 
perfectly true. Anything less would be a terrific 
comment on its professed belief. How, therefore, the 
Churdi can be berated for endeavoring to fulfil its 
obvious mission passes comprehension. But the 
charge is riveted by the blatant claim that victory for 
the Church would be the surrender of government to 
the pope. The sole answer to this is found in the 
history of distinctly Catholic nations. Even if 
America were wholly and entirely Catholic it would 
not lose a particle of its love for country, and would 
possibly have as much jealousy, provided the need 
arose, to safeguard its rights and privileges as the 
most convinced Protestant land. The usual talk of 
the Church capturing America is claptrap pure and 

simple, and is a mere bait to catch bigoted gudgeons. 
Of course, none of us wants to see the United States pre¬ 

vailingly a Roman Catholic land, but we ought not to let 

such words stir us to too great anxiety. We should re¬ 

member that in the Province of Quebec, according to the 

testimony of Protestants there, their interests and welfare 

are perfects protected. The spirit of democracy and of 

liberty is so strong that it ma}'^ make men better than their 

creeds would imply. 

PRIZE FIGHTS VERSUS CHEAPNESS 

Last Wednesday in response to an appeal from W. S. 

Fleming, Chicago manager of the National Reform As¬ 

sociation, both the Methodists at Springfield and the 

Presbyterians at Grand Rapids urged the Governor of In¬ 

diana to stop the boxing match—or better, prize fight— 

scheduled between Gibbons and Carpentier later in the 

week. Few would seriously object to the churches acting 

as they did. The betting on a prize fight is probably worse 

than the betting on a football game, and there may be 

other concomitants of the sport that pull down public 

standards. But when we compare the small harm that 

springs from an occasional prize fight with the continual 

injury our children’s ideals are suffering through most 

programs at moving picture houses, we could almost wish 

that our church bodies would disregard the lesser prob¬ 

lem until they have wrestled effectively with the greater. 

What should we think if our children’s magazines like 

“St. Nicholas,” “The Youth’s Companion” and the rest 

were partly as fine as the “Yale Chronicles” among mov¬ 

ing pictures, and partly as vulgar as occasional bits in a 

typical “Harold Lloyd” film, let us say? What should v/e 

say if the “sweetness and light” of the literature our 

children studied in school ran on a level with that of the 

films in even the very best “movies”? What should we 

think of a boy scout leader who could not go through an 

hour without making some remark that reflected on mar¬ 

riage? Is it any more reasonable to send the next genera¬ 

tion week after week to see moving pictures that all the 

while are robbing them of simplicity and sweetness and 

courtesy and healthy thinking? Our good moving pic¬ 

ture houses must completely expurgate from their pro¬ 

grams everything cheap and vulgar. “Smart” titles must 

come to an end. We cannot vulgarize our children with¬ 

out soon vulgarizing our whole race. .If we cheapen the 

thinking of our youngsters, we cheapen political life and 

literature and Christianity fifty years hence. 

IF THINE ENEMY HUNGER— 

On March 24th the House of Representatives passed 

by a vote of 240 to 97 the Fish Bill, authorizing an appro¬ 

priation of ten million dollars for the purchase in the 

United States of food supplies for famine stricken people 

in Germany. What the facts are in Germany is testified 

to anew by “Father Endeavor” Clark in the article which 

we print on page 728. The bill (Howell Bill S-6262) is 

being held up in the Senate by the Foreign Relations Com¬ 

mittee. There it is likely to die unless forceful and con¬ 

certed effort is made to have it reported out. The farmers 

whose financial situation is far from happy are in favor of 

the bill and there are enough votes already to pass it in the 

Senate if only it could be brought out of the Committee’s 

hands. President Coolidge could probably do much to in¬ 

sure its passage in the Senate if enough people will appeal 

to him. Some one in Holy Writ said, “If thine 

enem}' hunger, feed him.” Let us all be fundamen¬ 

tal enough in our Christianity to act on that counsel 

and ask our senators in that spirit to give aid to the Ger¬ 

mans. We hear much of the intransigent Germans. But 

the election the other Sunday showed that the Germans 

who believe in doing the honest thing are in a majority. 

The extreme Voelkische party expected to be one of the 

dominant elements in the new Reichstag. It won only 

forty-five seats out of 449. The Communists increased 

greatly in the occupied districts. But the increase of Com¬ 

munism is a sign of despair, not a sign of longing for the 

old imperialistic, military Germany, Once the Dawes 

plan is put into practice, conditions in Germany will, of 

course, improve. Let America do the kind hearted and 

Christian thing while still there is need. Dr. Clark writes 

of what he heard women say on shipboard in regard to 

German relief. Like things are said by a good many 

peojjle at home. Only today this letter from a woman 

reaches us: 

I have contributed as liberally as possible to the 
suft’ering children of every nation of Europe for 
whom funds were solicited from me, but I shall not 
send one cent for German children. Let them starve 

—the sooner the better! The whole world will be bet¬ 
ter off. If Germany is wiped from the face of the 

globe v/e shall have no more atrocious wars. Even 
now Germany is preparing for another war, and if we 

feed these children and they live they will simply 
turn upon us and rend us with frightful atrocity. 

Christ said, “Suffer the little children to come unto 
me,” so let them go to Him as soon as possible, and 

be spared the fate of growing up to be murderers and 
worse. 

What a long way we still have to go to reach the end 

of hate! 

We are grieved to record the death last week of Margaret 

Stoddard Buttenheim, whose illuminating interpretation, 

of Nicodemus’ vision we printed in our issue of May 31. 

Mrs. Buttenheim lived only to see the proof of her article. 
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EDITORIAL 

The Northern Baptist Convention 

[Editorial Correspondence] 

The Northern Baptist Convention, meeting in Mil¬ 

waukee, May 28 to June 3, was preceded by two 

gatherings of ’Fundamentalists which met simultane¬ 

ously in different halls in the Convention building. One 

was that of the Baptist Bible Union, an international 

organization composed of the more radical ad irreconcil¬ 

able wing of the Fundamentalists, led by Dr. W. B. Riley 

of Minneapolis and Dr, John R. Straton of New York. 

The Union had previously expressed its intention of 

waging a fight to the finish for the adoption of a creed, 

withdrawal of the denomination from the Federal Coun¬ 

cil, and the cancelling of the right to vote in the Conven¬ 

tion of all secretaries and paid officials of the denomina¬ 

tion. Their conference was marked by intemperate de¬ 

nunciation of all liberals, renewed attacks upon the semi¬ 

naries and schools and general threats against all with 

whom they are in disagreement. The Convention issue 

of their organ, “The Fundamentalist,” widely circulated, 

was headed “Who’s Who in Modernism: The Black 

Book of Baptist Unbelief,” and was composed of ar¬ 

raignments directed against fifty teachers, preachers, mis¬ 

sionaries, etc., thought worthy of being thus blacklisted. 

Among them were the familiar objects of Fundamentalist 

wrath, such as Faunce, Fosdick, Mathews and Burton. 

But that the list is rapidly growing is evidenced by the 

appearance of many new names, such as President Bar¬ 

bour of Rochester Seminary, President Evans of Crozer, 

President Hoben of Kalamazoo, and a selected list of 

eminent ministers, missionaries and secretaries. 

A second conference, meanwhile. In the form of a 

prayer meeting for all Baptists called by the older branch 

of Fundamentalists, under direction of the Committee 

on Conferences, of which Dr. J. C. Massee is chairman, 

was being held, in which a fine spirit of mutual consider¬ 

ation and a fine promise of co-operation was manifest. 

Dr. Rilev had previously announced himself as opposed 

to this prayer meeting on the ground that it would be 

regarded as evidence of discouragement or defeat on the 

part of the Fundamentalist movement. 

Representing the more moderate Fundamentalists, -Dr. 

J. C. Massee early presented a resolution calling for a 

Commission of seven persons “with power and authority 

to investigate and report at the next meeting' uf thc- 

Northern Baptist Convention the conduct, ix)licies and 

practices of the Board of Managers of the American Bap¬ 

tist Foreign Mission Society and of its secretaries in the 

selection of missionaries in the foreign field," and to 

ascertain the policy of the Board “with respect to the 

appointment and retention of persons as missionaries who 

do not accept or have repudiated or abandoned the evan¬ 

gelical faith as held historically by Baptists.” Dr. 

Straton, on behalf of the Bible Union, offered a substi¬ 

tute resolution of a similar character calling for a com¬ 

mission of eleven, and with a strange effrontery nominat¬ 

ing himself and Dr. Riley to this judicial body, although 

they have been carrying on a violent campaign against 

the Board during the past year. The issue was confused 

by the fact that a leading liberal seconded Dr. Massee's 

resolution, in the interest of harmony, and to avoid the 

threat of more vigorous controversy. This resolution was 

adopted by a small majority (766-616) against the pro¬ 

test of many who declared that experience proves that no 

report would satisfy or silence the Fundamentalists which 

did not adopt their theories and affirm the truth of their 

charges already made. The Board is to have access to 

all files and records of the Missionary' Board and secre¬ 

taries and so swell out heresy in every land, with a bud¬ 

get of twenty-five thousand dollars to pay expenses. 

The proposal was put forth by the president of the Con¬ 

vention, Mr. C. S. Shank, a lawyer of Washington, in the 

president’s address, that the Convention accept and issue 

as a statement of principles the “message” put forth last 

July by the Stockholm meeting of the Baptist World Alli¬ 

ance, which was printed at the time by The Christian 

Work. This was a conciliatory statement of the historic 

attitude of Baptists which was acceptable to liberal and 

conservative. It was hoped that the issuance of this state¬ 

ment, v/ith the provision attached that it “shall never be 

made a test of faith or service,” might satisfy the advo¬ 

cates of a Baptist creed, which has been so long a bone 

of contention. The irreconcilables, however, who through 

their spokesman, Dr. Riley, have promised to present the 

New Hampshire Confession to the Convention for ten 

successive years, or until it is adopted, presented as a 

substitute for this “statement” a creed of a most reaction¬ 

ary type which they called “The Milwaukee Declaration 

of Faith.” After an intensely contested discussion, how¬ 

ever, the Baptists attested their sanity by rejecting the 

“declaration” by an overwhelming majority in a viva voce 

vote, and. then, v/ith practical unanimity, adopted the 

“statement.” 

Up to the hour of this writing, the Baptist Convention 

has spent most of its time and energy in discussing issues 

that would doubtless have been of burning importance to 

the sixteenth century. The vital issues of the present 

hour have had scant consideration in the business sessions. 

It should be said, however, that at the opening session 

President Shank struck a responsive note in a most vig¬ 

orous denunciation of the attitude of the government of 

the United States to the friendly nation of Japan, and a 

copy of his remarks, with the endorsement of the Con¬ 

vention. was ordered to be sent to the President and his 

Cabinet and to each member of Congress, and to the 

Japanese government. 

The new president of the Convention is to be the Hon. 

C. E. Milliken, former governor of Maine, with Rev, A. 

W. Beaven, of Rochester, as vice-president. 

Many had hoped that the Convention this year would 

be so free from the controversial questions that have en¬ 

croached upon its time and energy during the last few 

years that it could give itself to the great moral questions 

of the present moment and the great forward-looking 

programs of the Christian Church and the denomination 

which press for consideration. But the proclaimed inten¬ 

tions of the Fundamentalists, if adhered to, will concen¬ 

trate the attention of the denomination upon doctrinal 

definitions for years to come and threaten to bring to de¬ 

feat the great enterprises to which the denomination is 

committed. 
Total receipts reported on account of the New World 

Movement funds for the fiscal year 1923-24 aggregate 

$9,473,845. The total credits from all sources during the 

five years of the movement aggregate $45,009,378. Count¬ 

ing other receipts not applicable on the nev/ World Move¬ 

ment make total receipts for denominational work during 

the period $60,500,000. 
R. A. A. 



A Christian Fundamentals 
Association for New Engiand 
ON TUESDAY, November 8, in the 

Study of The People’s Church of 
Christ at New Britain, Conn., with nine 
pastors present, representing Springfield, 
Mass., and Torrington, Hartford, New 
Haven, Bridgeport, and New Britain, 

I Conn., there came into existence The 
New England Christian Fundamentals 

I Association. A previous meeting had 
(been held in October, and now, after a 

month of deliberation and prayer and 
at the conclusion of two hours of eaniest 
prayer and conference at this session, this 
Association has been formed. 

These men of God feel led-of the Holy 
Ghost to take this stand and put forth 
united effort in contending for the in- 
erraht Word of God and its holy truths, 
and to seek the salvation of the lost by 
means of united evangelistic endeavor. 
The impelling incentive to tliis_ move is 
the appalling spread of destructive Mod¬ 
ernism, and the insidious working of 
“the leaven of the Sadducees,” through¬ 
out the New England States. Believing 
that anyone who believes anything worth 
believing will gladly sign a statement of 
belief, this Association has adopted for 
their doctrinal statement the nine points 
of the Confession of Faith of The 

I World’s Christian FundamenUls Associ- 
ation.y 5 

I. We believe in the Scriptures of 

Old and New Testaments as verbally jn- 
sbired of God, and inerrant in the original 
\fritings, and tliat they are of supreme and 
Aial authority in faith and life (,2 Tim. 
4 i;). 

2. We believe in one God, eternally exist¬ 
ing in three persons, Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit (Matt. 28:19). 

3. We believe that Jesus Christ was be¬ 
gotten by the Holy Spirit, and born of the 
Virgin Mary, and is true God and true 
man (Luke i: 35 ; Matt. 11 20-23 J Job” ^ = 
1-14; 1 Tim. 3 : 16). 

4. We believe that man was created in 
the image of God, that he sinned and there¬ 
fore incurred not only physical death but 
also that spiritual death which is separation 
from God; and that all human beings are 
born with a sinfuI-uature, and, in the case 
oT^iose who reach moral responsibility, 
become sinners in thought, word, and deed 
(Rom. 5 ; 12-19 > 3 • ^3 ; 4 : 18). 

5. We believe that the Lord Jesus Christ 
died for our sins according to the Scrip¬ 
tures as a representative and substitution¬ 
ary sacrifice; and that all that believe in 
him are justified on the ground of his shed 
blood (i Cor. 15:3; 3-Cor. 5:^'; John 
1 ; 9 ; Rom. 3:24, 25 ; 5:1)- 

6. We believe in the resurrection of the 
crucified body of our Lord, in his ascen¬ 
sion into Heaven, and in his present life 
there for us, as High Priest and Advo¬ 
cate (i Cor. 15:4-8; I Tim. 2:5; Heb. 

, „ , 
/ 7. We believe in “that bkssed hope, tlie 
fcersonal premillennial and imminent tetu- 
lof our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ (Ai 
li ; 11 ; John 14:3; i Thess. 4:13-1 
IMatt. 24:36-51). 
^ 8. We believe tliat all who receive - 
faitfi the Lord Jesus Christ are born ag: 
of the Holy Spirit and thereby become cl 
dreii of God (John 3^7: 3 = 36; 5 J ^4 
Pet. 1: 23)- j 

■ 9. We believe in the bodily resurrect fA the just and the unjust, tJie everlast] 
.'elicity of the saved and the everlasting c( 
scious punishment of the lost (Luke 16: 

; Matt. 25:41-46). 1 

The Association desires to do \vh 
ever possible to strengthen and encoi 
age pastors and churches who are sta^ 
ing true to the inerrant Word of G 
td co-operate in every way possible 
nfake Jesus Christ knpwn, and to ci 
fer with pastorless churches desirous 
securing fundamental ministers. 

Interested ones of like precious fa 
may write to the Secretary, Pastor H.j 
Olney, 140 Monroe Street, New Brit4 
Conn., or to the Chairman, Pastor Jd 
Hmiter Stearns, 400 Prospect Str^ 
Torrington, Conn. 

To the readers of The Sunday Sch< 
Times is made the following threeft 
appeal: 

For prayer, — that the Holy Spirit Vi 
guide us; 

For publicity,—that you will spre 
'his information as far as possible; 

For mailing list, —that you will se 
to the Secretary names of pastors a 
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can doubt that such ministers as Robt. 
E. Speer, John Timothy Stone, Mark A. 
Matthews, Henry Sloane Coffin, William 
P. Merrill, James 1. Vance and William 
A. Sunday were called of God? They 
are the Presbyterian ministers that were 
selected in the number of the greatest 
25 living preachers of America. It is 
surprising that in this list there were 
no Episcopal, Lutheran or Church of 
Disciples (Christian Church) ministers. 

Of the 21,843 votes east 5,444 were 
Methodist, 4,012 Presbyterian, 2,884 
Ccngregationalist, 2,875 Baptist and 
2,116 Disciplesj or about 80 per cent 
of the ballots were cast by these five 
denominations. There are about 200,- 
000 Protestant ministers in the United 
States, so the ballots were cast by only 
about one-tenth of these ministers. All 
of the 25 great preachers were born in 
America save S. Paz*ks Cadman, Geo. A. 

, Gordon and G. Campbell Morgan. 
• Let us pray God to raise up great 

preachers and ministers of Christ in the 
future as he has done in the past. 

THE WORD “REVERENB” 

In the March 12 number of “The Ad¬ 
vance” there is an article headed “Scan¬ 
dalous Speech” in which we are told 
what is proper in the use of thei word 
“Reverend.” I think the word should 
not be used v/hen speaking of any man. 
I dislike to have it used in connection 

I with my name. It is used only one time 
in the Bible and refers to God, “rever¬ 
end is his name.” I hope the use of the 
wocd will sopjW>eWfi®~bbsol^e when 
speal«ng'‘Of ‘ or to man, 

I Y I B. A. McLau 
Cushing, Okla. 

^OTT AND MOODY—NEW COi 
RADES IN THE OUTER DARK- 

NESS 

The Presbyterian, our contemporary 
hat watches over the journalistic end 

Tof the fundamentalist cause in that de¬ 
nomination, is having a busy time these 
days consigning people to the outer 
darkness. Scarcely a week goes by in 
which, to the solemn notes of an appro¬ 
priate pietistieal dirge, it does not dis¬ 
cover some new wolf in sheep's clothing, 
and run him out of the fold. Having 
worked up its technique on Dr. Fosdick, 
the paper has perfected it on Dr. Nixon, 
Dr. van Dyke, and Dr. Erdman. But the 
unmasking of the religious pretenses of 
these was hardly in a class with its lat¬ 
est coup in the name of orthodoxy. Two 
new apostates now sneak away to hide 
their shame in the sinister gloom with 
the rest of the heretics. And who are 
these? Who, indeed, but John R. Mott 
and William R. Moody! The lynx-eyed 
editor has found the names of both on 
a committee of counsel and endorsement 
announced in connection with the cur¬ 
rent campaign for funds of Union Theo¬ 
logical seminary. Mr. Mott, he says, 
represents the Y. M. C. A. and Mr. 
Moody the Ncrthfield conference and 
schools, and hence, “neither the Y. M. 
C, A. nor Northfield have any right to 
expect endorsement of their doctrinal 
attitude from the evangelical church.” 
That settled, the editor proceeds to 
mourn over the fate of the two new 
heretics in a fashion that ought to move 
them—in one way or another. “We 
certainly hope,” says the paper, “that 

these men, once so greatly beloved and I 
trusted by the evangelical church, will ' 
some day come to themselves and will ^ 
arise and return to the home of their 
fathers and their God. May God keep 
them from injuring others while they 
are in the far country!” If this kind 
of thing keeps up it will not be long 
before the only Christians left in the 
country will be the editor of the Presby¬ 
terian and his distinguished contribut¬ 
ing editor, Dr. Machen.—The Christian 
Century. 

A MISSIONARY CRUISE TO ALASKA ' 

Among the many delightful trips to 
home and foreign mission fields offered 
by the Missionary Education Movement, 
is a cruise to Alaska, sailing from Los 
Angeles July 31, San Francisco August 
1, and Seattle August 6. Added to the 
usual motives for visiting this most in¬ 
teresting section of our country is the 
opportunity of seeing, at first hand, 
some of the home missionary work be¬ 
ing done by several of the denomina¬ 
tions. 

In fact, the latter is the real reason 
for the Missionary Education Move¬ 
ment rendering a travel service, since 
its function is to disseminata mission¬ 
ary information and education for all 
the boards of missions. It has already 
conducted a number of missionary tour¬ 
ist parties to the Orient with uniform 
success and is now offering an annual 
program of travel to the principal mis¬ 
sionary countries of the world. 

The cost of the Alaska Cruise will be 
from |166 up according to the length 
of the trip. Everything is first class 
and the prices include every item of 
expense. The steamers used are the 
most up-to-date on the Pacific Coast and 
outside staterooms will be furnished to 
those who register at once. Men of ex¬ 
perience will accompany the party and 
everything possible will be done for the 
comfort, pleasure and profit of those 
who go. 

Early registration is necessary be¬ 
cause of the difficulty of obtaining de¬ 
sirable accommodations during the sum¬ 
mer months. For information address 
John Cobb V/orley, travel secretary 
Missionary Education Movement, hl'l 
Western Mutual Life Building, Los An¬ 
geles, or 150 Fifth Avenue, New York 
City. 

HELPS CIRCULATE “ADVANCE” 

The paper has been worth more dur¬ 
ing the past 12 months than for twice 
the length of time in any period of its 
life—and this is saying a great deal. 
The whole church ought to read it. The 
editorials on “Changing Beliefs and 
Abiding Faith” are the very best, clear¬ 
est, most helpful articles I ever read. 
Ci’sdit the cheek sent you to the exten¬ 
sion fund. It gives me pleasure to in¬ 
crease the number of readers of our fine 
paper for it will, if read and foilov/ed, 
broaden and sweeten most anybody’s re¬ 
ligion. 

D. S. Wilson. 
Nesbitt, Miss. 

AN ENDORSEMENT 

I want to endorse the article of Rev. 
W. E. Graham, Greenville, Tex., as pub¬ 
lished in “The Advance” of March 12, 
1925. He speaks my sentiments and 
the truth as I understand it.~—M. P. 
Cowden, -- 
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Beloit, Kaasae.—Reports at the an¬ 
nual meeting of First Church, Dr. Don¬ 
ald M. Grant pastor, indicate a healthy 
growth. All local bills have been 
promptly paid and over $1,000 contrib¬ 
uted to benevolences. Two departments 
and several classes in the Sunday school 
are supporting children in Guatemala. 
At the last communion service 17 mem¬ 
bers were received, 13 of them on pro¬ 
fession. The pastor is entering his third 
year of service with fine prospects of 
continued growth. 

Coiisscll Bluffs, Icwa.—Glendale 
Church held its congregational meeting 
March 16, presided over by Rev. Dr. 
J. P. Linn. Five members v/ere received, 
making 24 since January 1, 14 of them 
on profession. Mr. V7. A. Stockwell, in 
charge of the church during his semi¬ 
nary course, will graduate from Omaha 
Seminary this month and has accepted a 
call to become its regular pastor. Though 
having a membership of only 23 a new 
church has just been dedicated costing 
$G,000 replacing the old frame building 
made useless by a flood last fall. The 
building will accommodate in the audi¬ 
torium some 150 people, with Sunday 
school in rear and full basement which 
can be used for school and social pur¬ 
poses. 

Curwensvills, Pa.—A detailed finan¬ 
cial statement is issued by the church 
here, Rev. B. H. Conley, minister, show¬ 
ing disbursements of $6,165 for general 
expenses and $870 for benevolences. 
With the statement is printed the indi¬ 
vidual records of contributions. 

^Chscag®, IlL^The Chicago Lawn 
Church, Rev. Claude V. King, pastor, re¬ 
ceived 14 members at communion serv¬ 
ices March 29. Rev. George A. Kilbey, 
superintendent of the Chicago Christian 
Industrial League, is the special speaker 
for the union pre-Easter services in 
which the Congregational Methodist and 
Presbyterian churches co-cperats. Mr. 
King will begin his seventh year with 
this his first pastorate in May. 

D©wB®y, Calif,—Rev. Messrs. C. S. 
Tanner, pastor, R. Logan Hynes, C. G. 
Watson, H. P. Gage, John Hunter, Wm. 
McCoy are the speakers in the pre- 
Easter services at Downey Church. The 
congregational meeting April 1 consid¬ 
ered new building plans, the new pen¬ 
sion plan and the rotary system of elec¬ 
tion of officers. 

Dixon, N. M.—In the special meetings 
conducted by Rev. V. Martinez of Cali¬ 
fornia, his forceful messages and per¬ 
sonal touch in the homes made a last¬ 
ing impression, v/rites our correspond¬ 
ent. Cottage prayer meetings were held 
and in different parts of the plaza lead¬ 
ers stressed the object of the meetings 
by prayer and scripture reading. Large 
audiences were present at the meetings 
and 29 chose the better way. The cradle 
roll had its part in the work, for in three 
families the babes were on the roll be¬ 
fore the parents came. 

El R«ro, Okla.'—-At the annual meet¬ 
ing the pension plan was unanimously 
adopted; salary of pastoi', G. A. Swan¬ 
son, substantially increased and he was 
given check for $200 as token of appre¬ 
ciation; department treasurers report 
substantial balances with all bills paid; 
13 per cent membership increase, and 
double the amount of its benevolence 
quota sent to the boards. 

Farm School, N. C.-—Under the lead¬ 
ership of L. A. Petran of the faculty of 

-- rrnenel 

team of the “Hi. Y.” has given very 
helpful services in the vicinity. A fur¬ 
ther itinerary includes churches at Rice- 
ville, Beech, Reem’s Creek and Dorland- 
Bell School at Hot Springs. 

HudeoB, Wi»c.—-Rev. J. S. Wilson re¬ 
ports a “waking up” of his church, 
where all the organizations have taken 
on new life and there is a splendid pros¬ 
pect of a large increase in membershii. 
at Easter. 

^ Hollywood, Calsf,—Trustees and ses¬ 
sion of West Hollywood Church grati¬ 
fied with the success of school of evan¬ 
gelism in reaching its goal of 50 nev 
members has invited Dr. J. P. Hicks t' 
'continue with the church until Easter 
Sunday with a further goal of 50 set. 
Nearly half of the new goal has already 
been reached. 

Isidependeiise, iswa.—-A week given 
to a school of evangelism led by the 
pastor, Ralph V. Gilbert, and a week of 
Lenten services conducted by Dr. Robert 
Clements of Austin Church, Chicago, 
closed with the communion service 
March 29, when 25 members were re- 
cieved on profession and 10 by letter, 
among them being 8 husbands and their 
wives. Thirteen adults were baptized. 
During the church year 73 members 
have been received, who wei'e honor 
guests at the annual congregational 
supper. 

Independeoee, Iswa.—-The COngp.*ega- 
tlonal meeting of the First Church, Rev. 
Ralph W. Gilbert, pastor, was held April 
1. After a supper during which the 
new members, received during the year, 
were welcomed, the business of the par¬ 
ish was transacted. The session was in¬ 
creased from 7 to 8 members; trustees 
increased from 9 to 11: deacons in¬ 
creased from 4 tc 6. Report showed all 
expenses paid and a balance in the treas¬ 
ury; benevolences increased 45 per cent; 
reports of the other organizations highly 
encouraging; 73 members received dur¬ 
ing year; debt of almost $2,000 paid off, 
in addition to the normal expenses of 
the church, which were an increase of 
35 per cent over the previous year. 

Lake Nebagamois, Wise.—Two weeks 
of special meetings were held at Lake 
Nebagamon in March, by Rev. E. Iver¬ 
son, Sunday school missionary. There 
v/ere 21 members received on confes¬ 
sion, the youngest about 13 and the old¬ 
est over 60 years of age. Nine were 
baptized and a number will join later. 
A C. _E. Society with 24 members was 
organized, A communicant class was 
also started. Lake Nebagamon is a 
community of about 350 people. There 
is a Catholic church in the community 
as well as the little Presbyterian church. 
Mr. 0. C. Fillinger is supplying this field 
in connection with Hawthorn and Ben¬ 
nett. 

Mercer, Pa.—-Second Church, Rev. 
C. E. Lamale, minister, at its congrega¬ 
tional meeting, wiped out the final in¬ 
debtedness on the remodelling of the 
manse v/hich had been given the church 
by Mr. J. M. Miller, voted to go into 
the new pension plan, and increased the 
pastor’s salary $300. 

Nashville, Tena.—At the annual con¬ 
gregational meeting of the Hillsboro 
Church reports showed a very satisfac¬ 
tory year. Including the three Chris-1 

tian Endeavor societies there were nine* 
organizations reported as studying and 
giving to missions, all having paid their 
quotas in full. Since moving to the 
new location, three years ago, 290 per- 
Bftnsi have been received into the church, 
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Affinities of Modernists With Catholicism, 
Protestantism and Agnosticism Considered 
Country Rector and His Curate Discuss Fkst and Second 

Topics in Fine Papers — Third Is Well Dealt 
With by City Clergyman 

3y Albert Dawson 
^ London Correspondent of The Churchman 

Birmingham, England. — The Modern 

Churchmen’s Conference, having considered 

the causes, history and aims of the Modern 

Movement, turned to its affinities—with (1) 

Catholicism, (2) Evangelical Protestantism, 

and (3) Agnosticism, The first two sections 

, were dealt with by a country rector and his 

curate—the Rev. W. W. Lon^ord, D.D., and 

the Rev. J. P. Hodges, M.A., of Reading— 

and the last by the Rev. J. C. Hardwick. 

M.A., B.Sc., of Manchester. 

Dr. Longford began his very comprehen¬ 

sive paper by asserting that affinity in any 

true sense of the word is out of the question 

between the Modern Movement and Catholi¬ 

cism, since affinity postulates two separate en¬ 

tities. Modernism and the movement asso¬ 

ciated with it is an attitude to the data of a 

system, be it religious or otherwise, on the 

part of those belonging to the system. He set 

himself to ask how far and in what ways the 

values in which Catholicism finds its real ex¬ 

pression can be found to accord or be brought 

to accord with the Modernist point of view 

within its borders, Catholicism, he said, is 

considered and is stated to consist primarily 

in an outlook. It concerns itself with the 

whole rather than with the part, with the 

Church rather than with the individual as 

such. It sets chief values upon things having 

purport and meaning for the whole. These, 

in summary form, are (a) continuity, (b) an 

ordered ministry, (c) SaCTaments, (d) Creeds, 

(e) Scripture. They constitute all that is 

vital to the Catholic system. This is not all 

of Catholicism, as generally understood. There 

are habits, customs and usages—to the out¬ 

sider the most impressive group of features, 

to many within tending to overshadow the 

rest. Catholic revival is generally a revival 

in regard to such things. But none of them 

is essential to Catholicism. Further, there are 

tradition, authority and dogma arising from 

the reaction of the latter upon the former. 

But these things are common to all religious 

systems. The difference between Catholicism 

and other religious systems is that Catholicism 

is reformable, since it holds to the final au¬ 

thority of the living voice of the body. Other 

systems are tied to the letter and cannot re¬ 

form, but only dissolve. “That Catholicism 

has stood for the principle of corporate au¬ 

thority and Evangelical Protestantism for the 

right of private judgment is one of the most 

humorously false generalizations that have 

ever been made. ... It is at least arguable 

whether private Judgment has not been more 

free within Catholicism than within the Prot¬ 

estant system.” 

The heart of the matter lies in the dog¬ 

matic sphere, not because Catholicism is more 

dogmatic than other systems, but because it 

has had longer to dogmatize and most to dog¬ 

matize. It has dogmatized every single fea¬ 

ture of its life and teaching. Dr. Longford 

described the process of dogmatizing, Catholic 

and Evangelical Protestant, and enlarged 

upon the fallacy underlying the conception 
that truth can be expressed completely in dog¬ 
matic form. If primary definition fails in 
correctness, the deductions based upon the defi- 
tion all fail, and from that reason the total 
of error in Catholicism is potentially and 
actually greater than in other systems. It can¬ 
not claim infallibility for definition if only 
some are found false; and past methods of 
majorities do not facilitate the view of spir¬ 
itual guidance in definition. The dogmatic 
process is either a process of ossification or of 
petrifaction—a sign of disease or of low type 
of vitality such as that of coral. 

Catholic Modernism would agree that 
dogma is as necessary to any religion which 
noes not refuse intellectual sanction as bone 
to the tissue of higher organic life. But as 
the effect of over-dogmatizing contracts 
Catholicism and destroys its rationale, the 
sphere of dogma proper must be the narrow¬ 
est possible—the originating dogma of Jesus 
as to God and man. Only so can Catholicism 
be unimpeded in continuous capacity to ex¬ 
hibit truth in every age. All other dogma, 
doctrinal and ethical, must be dissolved in the 
interests of truth and of the Society. 

Examining then the characteristic features 
of historical Catholicism freed from dogmatic 
restraint, other than the original dogma of 
Jesus—whether on the side of religious cus¬ 
tom, or on the side of the main character¬ 
istics defined at the outset—Modernism finds 
community value in them all. With the na¬ 
ture of these values the paper concluded, find¬ 
ing in them a way open to a real Catholicism 
capable of the widest appeal. “We who ac¬ 
cept the Modern outlook or Catholic stand¬ 
point, despite past defeats, have no justifica¬ 
tion for despair. The future, do we all but 
grasp our opportunities, is quick with hope of 
such a Catholicism as the world has never 
yet seen. Lausanne is shewing us the open¬ 
ing of the gates. Let us press forward with¬ 
out delay into our heritage.” 

Mr. Hodges said that Evangelical Protes¬ 
tantism is distinguished from Catholicism, not 
in the goal aimed at but in the means of ap¬ 
proach to it. The latter interprets religion 
in terms of the system; tbe former regards it 
as essentially a personal affair, and its prin¬ 
ciples express it as a bond between persons. 
The incidental doctrinal position elaborated 
by Protestants has been largely abandoned in 
modern times. No serious student now be¬ 
lieves in an inscrutable decree electing a 
chosen number to heaven; “substitution” and 
“satisfaction” have lost their earlier signifi¬ 
cance in connection with the Atonement; 
while it is easier to see the dangers than the 
value of an emotional conversion. But we 
estimate the value of the tree, not from the 
leaves which it is continually shedding, but 
from the life-force which is ever supplying 
new grandeur. And remembering, in the 
study of its history, that Protestantism, origi¬ 
nating as a protest was peculiarly liable to 

exaggerate the sense of contrast, thus over¬ 
emphasizing individualism, that we need to 
take a long-period view to see the working 
out of its principles, as for instance in its 
attitude to asceticism, and that a true per¬ 
spective is necessary to distinguish what is 
fundamental from all incidental expression of 
this, it will be found that the principles be¬ 
hind Protestantism are at one with the Mod¬ 
ern movement. Consider, for example, its 
principle of adaptation. The reformers began 
by asserting their right to adapt customs and 
beliefs to the new thou^ts and new needs of 
the age. “To live is to change, to be per¬ 
fect to have changed often.” Protestantism 
has lived through change and has shown a 
capacity for constant rejuvenation. It has pre¬ 
served this by its emphasis that religion is a 
call to adventure for Christ. Similarly, in its 
appeal to freedom. The reformers incorpo¬ 
rated the critical spirit of the Renaissance as 
a constructive power within the Church; and 
by their treatment of traditions, etc., they 
have established historical science as an es¬ 
sential part of the equipment necessary in 
dealing with modern problems. This has de¬ 
stroyed the possibility of any ultimate objec¬ 
tive authority save individual judgment_ 
with the Church and comparative science as 
disciplinary checks. 

Finally, the demand for individual experi¬ 
ence sought proof-evidence of the sincerity of 
personal effort in religion. Thus Protestant¬ 
ism has encouraged the prophetic rather than 
priestly conception of religion by demanding 
sincerity, simplicity and courage. And in so 
far as Modernism is giving expression to the 
prophetical inspiration of Protestantism its 
voice may seem to cry in the wilderness, but 
its appeal will be heard. 

In the discussion following Mr. Hodges’ 
paper the Evangelical note was struck more 
than once. A lady, who was for over thirty 
years headmistress of a girls’ school, and de¬ 
scribed herself as “an Evangelical touched 
with Modernism,” thought that Mr. Hodges 
had failed to do justice to the good work 
done by Evangelicals, though he had cer¬ 
tainly tried to be fair. A tree, she said, must 
be good that bore such fruit as the emancipa¬ 
tion of the slave, reform of prisons, provision 
of hospitals, the Y.M.C.A. and Y.W.C.A., 
the Salvation Army, the Church Army and 
foreign missions, in all of which enterprises 
Evangelicals were active. A country clergy¬ 
man’s question, “Ho%v is Modernism to be 
taught to ignorant people?”, brought Dr. 
Major to his feet. He wished to remove the 
impression sedulously put forward by oppo¬ 
nents of Modernism and by such journals as 
the Church Times, “which is extraordinarily 
ably edited,” that the Modernist Movement is 
essentially run by academic people, and that 
the parochial clergy, the men doing the spade 
work of the Church, are not Modernists. 
Some of the most successful parish priests in 
England today are members of the Church¬ 
men’s Union. As to how Modernism is to be 
taught to plain people, there is, said Dr. 
Major, no backstairs way of doing it, with¬ 
out sacrifice and effort. Nobody can teach 
Modernism without first taking great pains 
to understand it. He must accustom himself 
to the Modernist way of looking at truth, 
turning it over again and again in his mind, 
and then in Bible classes, in conversation 
with parishioners, by lending suitable books, 
etc., spread a knowledge of the Modernist 
way of interpreting Christianity. In this 
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connection he strongly recommended Msdern- 

ism as a Working Faiih, by the late Rev. 

W. M. Pryke, who spent all his life as a 

parochial clergyman in an industrial centre. 

Another country parson raised the ques¬ 

tion: “How retain the essential goodness of 

the Evangelical movement, while recognizing 

the tremendous good that there is in Catholi¬ 

cism?” He thought that we can never be 

real Modernists until we get a synthesis be¬ 

tween them. One speaker told how' he had 

formed among agricultural laborers a suc¬ 

cessful branch of the Churchmen’s Union, 

which grew to a membership of eighty. Dr. 

Longford’s parting advice was: Be simple 

and avoid saying things you know are not 

true. 

It is impossible in small space to do full 

justice to the Rev. J. C. Hardwick’s paper— 

lit up with subtle humor and studded with 

epigrams—on "The Affinities of the Modern 

Movement with Agnosticism.” He dealt ivith 

his subject historically and not also, as some 

of us thought he would, with any points of 

contact or resemblance there may be between 

the attitude of the Modern churchman and 

the agnostic temper. 

He dryly remarked that St. Thom.as 

Aquinas and Herbert Spencer had this in 

common, "besides their omniscience,” that thev 

both repudiated the superficial view which 

regards reality as completely fathomable by 

human faculty. But to the fundamental ques¬ 

tion, as to the need for knowledge about the 

unknowable, they returned very different re¬ 

plies. The Victorian Agnostics thought that 

such knowledge was not only impossible but 

unnecessary; while St. Thomas was con¬ 

vinced that knowledge about the unknow¬ 

able. though unattainable, was absolutely 

essential, far more so than any knowledge 

which human reason could supply. “One 

could get along without science or sanitation, 

but not without the truths of revelation.” 

For the nineteenth century the unknowable 

was the irrelevant, for the thirteenth it was 

the indispensable and vital. 

Victorian Agnosticism exercised a strong 

fascination for contemporary Broad Church¬ 

men, from whom some Modernists trace their 

ancestry. Agnosticism is a convenient doc¬ 

trine for those who desire to discredit all 

dogmatism. Also the Agnostics’ belief in hu¬ 

manity attracted Broad Churhmen. “It be¬ 

came popular to deride the doctrine of origi¬ 

nal sin—a belief for which experience sup¬ 

plies more evidence than any other tenet of 

the Christian Faith.” Thus from Agnostics 

and Positivists liberal churchmen took over 

two things: (1) Relativism in theo!ogy™the 

theory that all theological notions are only 

relatively true. This method has its dan¬ 

gers: it opens the door to skepticism, and is 

organically related to Pragmatism. (2) Op¬ 

timism in regard to human nature, a pathetic 

belief in humanity and in progress—theories 

out of touch with facts and contrary to the 

genius of the Christian religion. The Ag¬ 

nostics’ naive belief in humanity has been 

completely killed by the War and the new 

psychology. 

Agnosticism now retains very few intelli¬ 

gent adherents. The contrast drawn today 

is not between the knowable and the un¬ 

knowable but between knowledge which is 

more abstract and that which is more con¬ 

crete—knowledge of the quantitative aspects 

of existence and knowledge of its qualitative 

aspects. From one point of view knowledge 

of the latter may be less knowable, but in 

reality it is as knowable as the former. 

Where do Modernists, the hardly recogniz¬ 

able successors of the Broad Churchmen, 

stand today? Both St. Thomas Aquinas and 

Herbert Spencer have been left behind by the 

stream of thought. The fosiner taught that 

the deficiencies of reason must be supple¬ 

mented by supernatural revelation and the 

deficiencies of human nature by supernatural 

grace. “Our theory today is that if a thing 

is true, through reason and knowledge of the 

facts we can arrive at that truth, though in 

the sphere of morals and aesthetics demon¬ 

stration is not possible; We supplement rea¬ 

son not by revelation-but by insight.” 

Today Modernists are turning their atten¬ 

tion to two problems: (1) The problem of 

knowledge—what Is meant by Tcligious truth, 

and what are the means by which it is 

reached? (2) The problem of human nature 

and how it can be redeemed. Unless Mod¬ 

ernists can make some conspicuous contribu¬ 

tion towards their solution, Mr, Hardwick 

concluded, they can hardly be said to be ful¬ 

filling their role of religious leaders. 

In the course of the discussion it was sug¬ 

gested that if the Victorian Agnostics had 

been faced with an experimental theolog}' 

such as the Modern School has evolved in the 

Church of England, their attitude to religion 

and the unknowable might have been very dif¬ 

ferent from what it was; but being faced by 

the ecclesiasticism of their time and met by 

religious intolerance, their response could 

hardly have been other than it was. Dr. 

Major did not think that the charge of Prag¬ 

matism could be brought against the English 

Broad Churchmen or against English Mod¬ 

ernists today. Bishop Barnes avowed his 

continued faith that there is in the scheme 

of things that sort of progress in which the 

Victorians believed, and that there is the ac¬ 

tivity of God; in fact, that the Supernatural 

Grace of the Mediaevalists is more rightly 

conceived as the Divine Action in the natural 

scheme—the Divine Action which has made 

man as he is and will yet bring into existence 

the man that is to be. “In regard to the 

more important things of life we have to fall 

back upon faith. We all have in varying 

degrees our mystical experience—conversion, 

flashes of insight, call it what you will. There 

do come to us experiences as to fhe nature 

of reality, as to what lies behind this tran¬ 

sient scheme of things of which we are a 

part, as to the nature of the forces which 

have made man and are shaping his future. 

Flashes of intuition come to us all; they are 

of very differing quality, and we who are 

Christians test them by the spiritual insist 

of Jesus Christ. That is why we cal! our¬ 

selves Christians.” 

Fall Books of Exceptional Interest 
RELIGIONS, PAST AND PRESENT 

By Bertram C. A. Windle. 

“Very lucid, and wonderfully comprehensive . . . without 
a hint of dryness. Tt should find a wide usefulness as an 
introduction to the most fascinating of subjects . . . con¬ 
sistently tolerant.”—Saturday Night, Toronto. $3.00 

AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF A CATHEDRAL 

FAMILY DEVOTIONS 
By Howard Chandler Robbins 
Dean of the Cathedral of St. John the Divine 
Volume I In Century Devotional Library. 
John Wallace Suter, Jr., Editor 

Short, appropriate prayers, hymns and scripture readings for 
use by small groups. Suitable services for special days. “It 
is a real contribution to the movement for the restoration of 
family worship.”—St. Andrew’s Cross. $1.75 

By Louis Howland. 
Frontispiece and initials from the drawings of 

Joseph Pennell. 
“It presents the Christian life attractively and simply and 
uncovers some of the weaknesses and losses of present-day 
life. One feels throughout that It is an honest statement 
of the grounds of belief and action on which a character has 
been formed and strengthened.” 
Bisliop John Marshall Francis $1.50 

OFFICES OF MYSTICAL RELIGION 
Arranged by 'Winiam Norman Guthrie 
For use in St. Mark's-in-the-Bouwerle, New York. 
Introduction by Rev. John Wallace Suter, for fourteen 
years chairman of the praysrbook committee. 

I see great value in the experiment to which these rituals 
witness.”—Rev. H. H. Gowen, D.D., University of Wash- 
%7igton. $2.50 

READY OCTOBER 26 

GOD AND THE GOLDEN RULE 
By Joseph Fort Newton. 

Trenchant articles by one of the greatest liberal ministers 
and authors of our day. “They have many titles but only 
one theme: The Life of God in the Soul.” $2.00 

From the Introduction 

CHRISTIANiir AND SOCIAL ADVENTURING 
Edited by Jerome Davis. 

Twenty-four of the foremost workers for civic and social 
righteousness In this country tell of their work and their 
conception of its relation to the church and society. Com¬ 
panion volume to "Business and the Church.” $2.50 

THE CENTURY CO., SSS Fourth Ave., New York 
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i00,000 ASSURES 
ITHEDRAL TOWERS 

Continued from Page 1, Column 6. 

A New York who desired, and still 
desires, that for the present his name 
shall not be made public, this prom¬ 
ise being made on condition that the 
gift of the other tower should also 
be secured. I now have the great 
happiness of announcing that the 
$900,000 required for the second 
tower has been given by a group 
numbering twenty to thirty generous 
donors and that the completion of 
the magnificent west front is there¬ 
fore assured. 

"This progress is encouraging, but 
we do well to remember that some 
of the greatest cathedrals of the Old 
World were completed In shorter 
time than ours has ai!.ready taken. 
St. Paul’s in lK)ndon was built In 
thirty-five years, the Cathedral of 
Chartres in sixty-six years, Amiens 
in sixty-eight years, Durham Cathe¬ 
dral in forty-seven years. 

Bidldlng Started $6 Years Ago. 

"It is now fifty-five years since 
our cathedral project was inaugu¬ 
rated and thirty-six years since build¬ 
ing operations were begun. And we 
have still much to do. The glorious 
central tower, which will replace the 
present dome over the crossing; the 
south transept, the chapter house 
and the reconstruction of the choir 
and sanctuary to harmonize with the 
majesty of the present design are 
still to come, and a^so necessary ad¬ 
ditions to the endowment fund. Now 
that the work has gone so far, we 
may hope that it will not stop 
short of completion. I believe that 
the pegpTe of New York and others 
will continue to provide the funds 
for this cathedral, the greatest not 
only in our land but in the whole of 
the English-speaking world, and that 
many will be g>ad to remember It in 
making their wills." 

It was after telling the cathedral 
news that Bishop Manning indulged 
in his censure of the Ihirty-nlne 
articles which at the Isist Triennial 
General Convention, held at New Or¬ 
leans in 1925, it was voted to throw 
out of the Book of Common Pray«;r. 
The action requires ratification at 
the Washington convention, how¬ 
ever, before the articles can go. 
There is an organized fight among 
the liberal wing of the communion 
to keep the articles. 

"We are all looking forward with g'eat interest to the meeting of the 
eneral Convention next October," 

said the Bishop. "There are many 
questions which will claim our time 
and attention at that meeting, but 
why any one, in this day, should be 
seriously perturbed as to whether or 
not the thirty-nine articles should 
continue to be printed with the 
prayer book I find it difficult to un¬ 
derstand. The articles were designed 
to meet a situation which existed in 
England 350 years ago. Considering 
the temper of the tlftie at which they 
were issued, they are surprisingly 
calm and controlled in their state¬ 
ments, but they say some unneces¬ 
sary things about our fellow-Chrls- 
tians of other communions, Rom'an 
Catholics, Easterns and Anabaptists, 
and are a little lacking in that irenic 
spirit which we wish to see among 
Christians today. 

Doubts if Alany Road Articles. 

"They contain some most admirable 
statements of Christian doctrine, but 
they contain also statements which 
are wholly obsolete, and to which no 
one today could assent. The Articles 
were never of more than local appli¬ 
cation and hold an entirely different 
place from the creed of the Church. 
The Ecumenical creeds contain only 
the central facts and truths of the 
Christian revelation as declared in 
the Scriptures and held by the whole 
Church throughout the world: the 
Articles enter Into questions of specu¬ 

lative theology in which there is wide 
room for difference of opinion among 
Christians. The Articles have little 
relation to the religious lives of any 
of us, and I doubt if any great num- 
.ber of our people have ever read 
them. 

‘ ‘In the Protestant Episcopal 
Chudch no one is required to sub¬ 
scribe to them. As a somewhat ar¬ 
chaic, though interesting, theological 
document they have a place. I doubt 
if their place is in the Church's Book 
of Faith and Prayer for dally living, 
though I am willing that they shall 
remain there if any considerable 
number so desire. 

"Whether they are removed or re¬ 
main seems to me a matter of small 
Importance, and with vital twentieth 
century problems pressing upon us, 
I hope that at the general conven¬ 
tion we shall not spend much time 
discussing this question." 

It was after his pronouncement 
against "The Thirty-nine Articles" 
that Bishop Manning declared it was 
the duty of every priest of the Prot¬ 
estant Episcopal Church to stand 
four-square on the creed. 

"Before I close let me say a few 
words, in all affection, and also in 
full frankness, upon a subject which 
is of most vital importance to the 
life of the Church—I refer to the 
obligations, voluntarily accepted, and 
resting upon all of us who have been 
ordained to the Church's ministry," 
said Dr. Manning. "In the Protes¬ 
tant Episcopal Church there Is very 
great liberty of thought and opinion, 
and in this we all rejoice. But our 
liberty cannot be construed to give 
us the right to deny, or to cast doubt 
upon, or by our utterances to cause 
others to hold lightly, the creed of 
the Church whose commission we 
have accepted and by virtue of 
whose commission we hold our places 
In the Church and In the commu¬ 
nity. 

"We need not be too much dis¬ 
turbed by the irregularities of an ex¬ 
treme individualist, now and again, 
on the right hand or on the left. The 
position of the Church Itself Is too 
clear and too well understood for 
such irregularities to be taken very 
seriously, provided they do.not go 
beyond a certain point. But there 
are plain obligations resting upon us 
of the clergy, the sacredness of 
which I know you feel mostly deeply, 
and which no one among us is at 
liberty to forget or to disregard. 
There is no restraint upon our lib¬ 
erty, No compulsion has been exer¬ 
cised upon us. Our acceptance of 
the Church's commission is our own 
free, voluntary act, with full knowl¬ 
edge of the conditions upon which 
that commission is entrusted tojis." 

J 


